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Richard Larsen

Treasurer/Tax Collector

172 W. Third St, First Floor

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0360

SUBJECT: TREASURER’S CASH & INVESTMENT AUDIT — March 5, 2003

Introductory Remarks

In accordance with Cahfomla Government Code Sections 26920 through 26923 and
County Board of Supervisor’s resolution dated July 6, 1971, we have completed a cash
count and reconciliation of the Treasurer's Cash Book as of March 5, 2003. In addition,
we evaluated investments for compliance with California Government Code Section

53601, “Securities Authorized for Investment” and with the Treasurer's Investment
Palicy. -

Scope of Audit |

We audited selected financial transactions, operations, procedures, and controls in
effect over cash and investments. Our audit was made in accordance with generally
accepted auditing standards and included such tests of the records and other auditing
procedures as we considered necessary in the circumstances. The scope of our audit
did not include confirmations of bank accounts and investments.

Audit Results

Cash and investments of $2,421,307,711 as stated in the Treasurer's cashbook lat
March 5, 2003 reconciled to cash on hand and supporting documentation in all material
respects.




Treasurer Cash & Investment Audit
Richard Larsen

July 7, 2003

Page -2-

There were no instances of non-compliance noted in the evaluation of compliance with
California Government Code Section 53601 and the Treasurer's Investment Policy. Our
study and evaluation, made for the limited purpose described above, would not
necessarily disclose material weaknesses in internal controls. Nothing came to our
attention that indicated procedures and controls are not materially adequate.

Respectfully submitted, | Copies to:
Larry Walker | County Administrative Office
Auditor/Controller-Recorder Board of Supervisors

Grand Jury (2)
Oversight Committee (4)

By: . . _ . - ;
Larry G. Soria Audit File (3)
Internal Auditor Il R k
Internal Audits Section : Dated Report Distributed: g 1;3 ’ D}
LDW:LGS:spr.T

SA\WAAWUDRPTYCASH\Tresurer's Cash & Investment Audit 3-5-2003.doc
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“July 18, 2003

Richard Larsen

Treasurer/Tax Collector _
172 W. Third St, First Floor _
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0360

SUBJECT: TREASURER’S CAS_H & INVESTMENT AUDIT - May 7, 2003

Introductory Remarks .

In accordance with California Government Code Sections 26920 through 26923 and
County Board of Supervisor's resolution dated July 6, 1971, we have completed a cash
count and reconciliation of the Treasurer's Cash Book as of May 7, 2003. In addition,

~ we evaluated investments for compliance with California Government Code Section
53601, “Securities Authorized for Investment” and with the Treasurer's Investment
Policy. :

Scope of Audit

We audited selected financial transactions, operations, procedures, and controls in
effect over cash and investments. Our audit was made in accordance with generally
accepted auditing standards and included such tests of the records and other auditing
procedures as we considered necessary in the circumstances. The scope of our audit
did not include confirmations of bank accounts and investments. -

Auc_lit Results

Cash and investments of $2,632,442,688 as stated in the Treasurer's cashbook at ng :
7, 2003 reconciled to cash on hand and supporting documentation in all material
- respects. - :
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Page -2-

There were no instances of non-compliance noted in the evaluation of compliance with
California Government Code Section 53601 and the Treasurer's Investment Policy. Our
study and evaluation, made for the limited purpose described above, would not
necessarily disclose material weaknesses in internal controls. Nothing came to our
attention that indicated procedures and controls are not materially adequate.

Respectfully submitted, Copies to: |
Larry Walker County Administrative Office
Auditor/Controller-Recorder Board of Supervisors
Grand Jury (2)
Oversight Committee (4)
By: S o .
LI:arry F—ﬁ Soria ' Audit File (3)
Internaf Auditor II / /
Internal Audits Section Dated Report Distributed: %F(Sl 07

LDW:LGS:spr.1

SAWAAUDRPTCASH\Treasurer's Cash&Investment Audit 5-7-2003.doc
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Richard Larsen, Treasurer/Tax Collector
172 W. Third St., First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0360

SUBJECT: TREASURER’S INVESTMENTS AUDIT JUNE 30, 2003

Introductory Remarks

In accordance with California Government Code Sections 26920 through 26923 and
County Board of Supervisor's resolution dated July 6, 1971, we have completed a
reconciliation of the Treasurer's Cash Book as of June 30, 2003. In addition, we
evaluated investments for compliance with California Government Code Section 53601,
“Securities Authorized for Investment” and with the Treasurer’s Investment Policy.

Scope of Audit

We audited selected financial transactions, operations, procedures, and controls in effect
over cash and investments. Our audit was made in accordance with generally accepted
auditing standards and included such tests of the records and other auditing procedures
as we considered necessary in the circumstances.

Audit Results

Cash and Investments of $2,756,302,958 as stated in the Treasurer's cashbook at June
30, 2003 reconciled to supporting documentation in all material respects. There were no
instances of non-compliance noted in the evaluation of compliance with California
Government Code Section 53601 and the Treasurer’'s Investment Policy.
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Our study and evaluation, made for the limited purpose described above, would not
necessarily disclose material weaknesses in internal controls. Nothing came to our
attention that indicated procedures and controls are not materially adequate.

Respectfully submitted,

Larry Walker
Auditor/Controller-Recorder

By:
“—

Larry G. #ria

Internal Auditor Il

Internal Audits Section

LDW:BKR:LGS:dIp.1

Copies to:

County Recorder
Investment Oversight Committee (4)

Audit File (3)

Date Report Distributed: q j 1930 b4
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Wally Hill, Co-Chairperson
Defined Contribution Committee
157 West Fifth Street, First Floor
San Bemnardino, CA 92415-0440

SUBJECT: MANAGEMENT LETTER REGARDING AUDIT OF THE COUNTY OF
SAN BERNARDINO’S 401 (k) SALARY SAVINGS PLAN AND 401 (a)
DEFINED CONTRIBUTIONS PLAN FOR THE YEAR ENDED
DECEMBER 31, 2002

We have audited the County of San Bernardino’s 401 (k) Salary Savings Plan and 401 (a)
Defined Contributions Plan (the Plans) for the year ended December 31, 2002 and have
issued our report thereon dated May 23, 2003.

In planning and performing our audit of the Plan’s financial statements for the year
ended December 31, 2002, we considered internal controls in order to determine our
auditing procedures for the purpose of expressing our opinion on the financial
statements. An audit does not include examining the effectiveness of internal controls
and does not provide assurance on internal control. However, we noted certain matters
involving internal control and its operation, which are presented below, that we consider
to be reportable conditions under standards presented by the American Institute of
Certified Public Accountants. Reportable conditions involve matters coming to our
attention relating to significant deficiencies in the design or operation of the internal
control that, in our judgment, could adversely affect the Plans ability to record, process,
summarize, and report financial data consistent with the assertions of management in
the financial statements.



Management Letter/Wally Hill, Co-Chairperson
May 23, 2003
Page 2 of 6

A material weakness is a condition in which the design or operation of the specific
internal control does not reduce to a relatively low level the risk that errors or fraud in
amounts that would be material in relation to the financial statements being audited may
occur and not be detected within a timely period by employees in the normal course of
performing their assigned functions. Our consideration of internal control would not
necessarily disclose all matters in the internal controls that might be reportable
conditions and, accordingly, would not necessarily disclose all reportable conditions that
are also considered to be material weaknesses under standards established by the
American Institute of Certified Public Accountants. However, we noted that Prior
Finding Three, dated March 31, 1998, Prior Finding One, dated July 26, 1999, and
Current Finding One below involving matters of internal control and its operation that we
consider to be a material weakness as defined above.

A draft report was sent to Management on August 6, 2003. Management’s responses
to our recommendations were received on August 22, 2003, and are included in this
report, under the Management’s Response.

ACTION TAKEN ON PRIOR RECOMMENDATIONS

The recommendations for Findings Two, Four, and Five, dated March 31, 1998, and
Findings Two, Three, and Four, dated July 26, 1999, were adopted. Further
recommended action for Findings Three, dated March 31, 1998, and Findings One and
Five, dated July 26, 1999, are shown below.

Prior Finding Three (3/31/98): Records for the 401k Salary Savings Plan were
not reconciled to ING Life Insurance and Annuity
Company (ING) quarterly statements during the
audit period.

Prior Recommendation:

Develop and implement procedures to track and reconcile 401k transactions to
ING statements each quarter. Transactions to be reconciled include:

Contributions on payroll reports

County match amounts on payroll reports
Loan repayment totals on payroll reports
Loans issued

Balance of loans outstanding
Termination/distributions totals



Management Letter/Wally Hill, Co-Chairperson
May 23, 2003
Page 3 of 6

Current Status:

Management has not implemented this prior recommendation from our report
dated March 31, 1998.

Human Resources is responsible for overseeing $5 million dollars in annual
employee and County contributions and $34 million dollars in the Plan’s net
assets. This oversight responsibility includes insuring that each payroll deduction
is credited by ING to the employee’s account. Failure to reconcile these reports
increases the risk that contributions are susceptible to errors or fraud that may
not be detected timely. (See Finding One in the Current Findings and
Recommendations Section below)

Management’s Response:

We concur with the finding and steps have been taken to implement the
recommendation. 401(k) transactions are being reconciled to statements on a
quarterly basis.

Prior Finding One (7/26/99): Reports are not being generated for the 401k
Salary Savings Plan that would provide
information needed by Human Resource’s
personnel in order to reconcile transactions and
administer changes efficiently.

Prior Recommendation:

Compile Employee Management and Compensation System (EMACS) data on a
spreadsheet to reconcile contributions, loan repayments, loans issued, balance
of loans outstanding, and termination totals to ING quarterly statements.

Current Status:

Management has developed EMACS queries to verify deduction changes
entered on the payroll system. However, contributions, loan repayment, loans
issued, loans outstanding, and termination totals from EMACS were not compiled
in order to reconcile to ING’s quarterly statements. This finding is a recurring
material weakness from our report dated March 31, 1998. (See also Prior
Finding Three dated 3/31/98 above and Current Finding One in the Current
Findings and Recommendations Section below)

Management’s Response:

We concur with the finding and steps have been taken to implement the
recommendation. Contributions, loan repayment, loans issued, loans
outstanding, and termination totals are being reconciled to statements on a
quarterly basis.



Management Letter/Wally Hill, Co-Chairperson
May 23, 2003
Page 4 of 6

Prior Finding Five (7/26/99): Human Resources did not verify the value of the
investments in participants’ accounts.

Prior Recommendation:

Compare the Plan’s total net assets to the sum of participant’'s accounts and
select a sample of participants’ accounts and verify for accuracy of fees,
contributions, and distributions.

Current Status:

Comply with prior recommendation by comparing the Plan’s total net assets to
the sum of participant’s accounts. Then select a sample of Participants’ to
compare detail payroll records to ING’s participant statements.

Management’s Response:

We concur with the finding and steps have been taken to compare the total net
assets to the sum of the participant accounts along with selecting a sample of
participant accounts to verify the accuracy of fees, contributions and distributions.

CURRENT FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Finding One: Records for the 401k Salary Savings Plan were not reconciled
to ING’s quarterly statements during the audit period.

Contributions, loan repayment, loans issued, balance of loans outstanding, and
termination totals from EMACS were not compiled in order to reconcile to ING’s
quarterly statements. One aspect of an effective internal control structure is based
upon periodic reconciliations. Errors and/or fraud may occur and not be detected on a
timely basis if records are not verified and reconciled periodically.

Recommendations

Develop and implement procedures to summarize, monitor, and reconcile the
Plan’s transactions to the ING statements each quarter.

Management’s Response:

We concur with the finding and steps have been taken to summarize, monitor,
and reconcile the Plan’s transactions to the ING statements each quarter.



Management Letter/Wally Hill, Co-Chairperson
May 23, 2003
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Finding Two: There were no written accounting policies or procedures in
place for administering the Plans.

The foundation of an effective internal control structure is the existence of written
policies and procedures. For example, if an employee transfers to another position or
leaves the County, written policies and procedures would direct the accounting for this
transaction and minimize the chance of errors. When placed with the responsibility of
managing the Plans, written policies and procedures help to eliminate errors and/or
fraud in the accounting for the Plans.

Recommendations

Develop and implement written accounting policies and procedures for the Plans.

Management’s Response:

We concur with the finding and steps have been taken to further develop and
implement written accounting polices and procedures for the Plans.

Finding Three: The trust fund for the 401k Salary Savings Plan was not
reconciled between ING, EMACS, and Financial Accounting
System (FAS).

The trust fund which accounts for EMACS deductions and remittances was not
reconciled. Proper internal control requires periodic reconciliation. The lack of
reconciliation resulted in a participant’s contribution not being remitted to ING.

Recommendations

Trust funds must be reconciled on a monthly basis.

Management’s Response:

We concur with the finding and steps are being taken to further reconcile the trust
fund on a monthly basis.



Management Letter/Wally Hill, Co-Chairperson
May 23, 2003
Page 6 of 6

Overall, the material weakness and reportable conditions do not reduce the risk of
errors or fraud to an acceptable level due to a lack of properly designed internal controls
combined with the lack of understanding of the accounting for the Plans.

This report is intended solely for the information and use of the Defined Contribution
Committee, management, and the Board of Supervisors and is not intended to be and
should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties.

We wish to thank the management and staff for their full cooperation during the audit.

Respectfully submitted,

Copies to:

Marcel Turner, Human Resources,
Director

Robin Ohama, Employee Benefits and
Services, Division Chief

Larry Walker County Administrative Office
Auditor/Controller-Recorder Board of Supervisors
Grand Jury (2)
Pamela Thompson, Risk Management,
Division Chief
By:

Barbara K. Redding, CPA, CGFM Audit File (3)
Internal Audits Manager Date Report Distributed:
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May 23, 2003

Wally Hill, Co-Chairperson
Defined Contribution Committee
157 West Fifth Street, First Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0440

SUBJECT: MANAGEMENT LETTER REGARDING AUDIT OF THE COUNTY OF
SAN BERNARDINO’S DEFERRED COMPENSATION PLAN,
DEFERRED PST COMPENSATION RETIREMENT PLAN, AND
SECTION 457 (f) DEFERRED COMPENSATION PLAN FOR THE
YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2002

We have audited the County of San Bernardino’s Deferred Compensation Plan, Deferred
PST Compensation Retirement Plan, and Section 457 (f) Deferred Compensation Plan
(the Plans) for the year ended December 31, 2002 and have issued our report thereon
dated May 23, 2003.

In planning and performing our audit of the Plan's financial statements for the year
ended December 31, 2002, we considered internal controls in order to determine our
auditing procedures for the purpose of expressing our opinion on the financial
statements. An audit does not include examining the effectiveness of interngi controls
and does not provide assurance on internal control. However, we noted certain matters
involving internal control and its operation, which are presented below, t‘hat we cgnmder
to be reportable conditions under standards presented by the American I‘nstntute of
Certified Public Accountants. Reportable conditions involve mattgrs coming to our
attention relating to significant deficiencies in the design or operation of the internal
control that, in our judgment, could adversely affect the Plans ability to record, process,
summarize, and report financial data consistent with the assertions of management in
the financial statements.
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A material weakness is a condition in which the design or operation of the specific
internal control does not reduce to a relatively low level the risk that errors or fraud in
amounts that would be material in relation to the financial statements being audited may
occur and not be detected within a timely period by employees in the normal course of
performing their assigned functions. Our consideration of internal control would not
necessarily disclose all matters in the internal controls that might be reportable
conditions and, accordingly, would not necessarily disclose all reportable conditions that
are also considered to be material weaknesses under standards established by the
American Institute of Certified Public Accountants. However, we noted that Prior
Finding One, dated July 26, 1999, and Current Finding One below involve matters of
internal control and its operation that we consider to be a material weakness as defined
above.

A draft report was sent to Management on August 6, 2003. Management’s responses
to our recommendations were received on August 22, 2003, and are included in this
report, under the Management’s Response.

ACTION TAKEN ON PRIOR RECOMMENDATIONS

The recommendations for Finding Two, dated July 26, 1999, were adopted. Further
recommended action for Findings One, Three, and Four dated July 26, 1999 are shown
below.

Prior Finding One (7/26/99): ING Life Insurance and Annuity Company (ING)
Deferred Compensation Fund reports included
non-county employee information while the report
for the PST plan was not provided.

ING provide reports on three accounts for the Deferred Compensation Plan: Deferred
Compensation Fund (457), PST plan, and 457(f) for exempt employees.

A. Reports for the Deferred Compensation Fund included non-county employees for
16 months (March 1998 to June 1999).

B. Reports for the PST plan employees were not received for a year (July 1998 to
June 1999).

C. Human Resources did not reconcile these reports to payroll or Employee
Management and Compensation System (EMACS) information recorded by the
county.

Prior Recommendation:

Establish procedures to reconcile ING and EMACS reports on a timely basis.



Management Letter/Wally Hill, Co-Chairperson
May 23, 2003
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Current Status:

Items A and B have been corrected or adopted. However, Management has not
implemented the recommendation for Iltem C from our report dated July 26, 1999.

Human Resources is responsible for overseeing $28 million dollars in annual
employee and County contributions and $209 million dollars in the Plan’s net
assets. This oversight responsibility includes insuring that each payroll deduction
is credited by ING to the employee’s account. Failure to reconcile these reports
increases the risk that contributions are susceptible to errors and/or fraud that
may not be detected timely. (See Finding One in the Current Findings and
Recommendations Section below)

Management’s Response:

We concur with the finding and steps have been taken to implement the
recommendation. The transactions are being reconciled to statements on a
monthly basis.

Prior Finding Three (7/26/99): Significant transactions for Deferred
Compensation participants were not documented
in employee scanned files.

Prior Recommendation:

Develop and implement written procedures ensuring that all transactions are
scanned into employee files.

Current Status:

Written procedures exist to ensure that certain documents are scanned into the
Official County Employee’s File. We were unable to ensure that procedures for
scanning documents into the file were being followed. Copies that were
requested could not be provided from the employees file. As a result, alternative
audit procedures were applied.

Management’s Response:

We concur with the finding and steps have been taken to further develop and
implement written procedures ensuring that all transactions are scanned into
employee files.
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Prior Finding Four (7/26/99): Human Resources did not verify the value of the
investments in participants’ accounts

Prior Recommendation:

Compare the Plan’s total net assets to the sum of participant’'s accounts and
select a sample of participants’ accounts and verify for accuracy of fees,
contributions, and distributions.

Current Status:

Comply with prior recommendation by comparing the Plan’s total net assets to
the sum of participant’s accounts. Then select a sample of Participants’ to
compare detail payroll records to ING’s participant statements.

Management’s Response:

We concur with the finding and steps have been taken to compare the total net
assets to the sum of the participant accounts along with selecting a sample of
participant accounts to verify the accuracy of fees, contributions and distributions.

CURRENT FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Finding One: Records for the Plans were not reconciled to ING monthly
statements during the audit period.

Contributions and termination totals from EMACS were not compiled in order to
reconcile to ING’s monthly statements. One aspect of an effective internal control
structure is based on periodic reconciliations. Errors and/or fraud may occur and not be
detected on a timely basis if records are not verified and reconciled periodically.

Recommendations

Develop and implement procedures to summarize, monitor, and reconcile the
Plan’s transactions to the ING statements each month.

Management’s Response:

We concur with the finding and steps have been taken to implement the
recommendation to summarize, monitor and reconcile the Plan’s transactions to
the ING statements each month.
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Finding Two: There were no written accounting policies or procedures in
place for administering the Plans.

The foundation of an effective internal control structure is the existence of written
policies and procedures. For example, if an employee transfers to another position or
leaves the County, written policies and procedures would direct the accounting for this
transaction and minimize the chance of errors. When placed with the responsibility of
managing the Plans, written policies and procedures help to eliminate inconsistencies
and errors in the accounting for the Plans.

Recommendations

Develop and implement written accounting policies and procedures for the Plans.

Management’s Response:

We concur with the finding and steps have been taken to further develop and
implement written accounting policies and procedures for the Plans.

Overall, the material weakness and reportable conditions do not reduce the risk of
errors and/or fraud to an acceptable level due to a lack of properly designed internal
controls combined with the lack of understanding of the accounting for the Plans.

This report is intended solely for the information and use of the Defined Contribution
Committee, management, and the Board of Supervisors and is not intended to be and
should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties.

We wish to thank the management and staff for their full cooperation during the audit.

Respectfully submitted,

Copies to:

Marcel Turner, Human Resources,
Director

Robin Ohama, Employee Benefits and
Services, Division Chief

Larry Walker County Administrative Office
Auditor/Controller-Recorder Board of Supervisors
Grand Jury (2)
Pamela Thompson, Risk Management,
Division Chief
By:

Barbara K. Redding, CPA, CGFM Audit File (3)
Internal Audits Section Manager Date Report Distributed:
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Robin Ohama, Plan Administrator
Retirement Medical Plan

157 West Fifth Street, First Floor
San Bemardino, CA 92415-0440

SUBJECT: MANAGEMENT LETTER REGARDING AUDIT OF THE COUNTY OF
SAN BERNARDINO’S RETIREMENT MEDICAL PLAN FOR THE YEAR
ENDED DECEMBER 31, 2002

We have audited the County of San Bernardino’s Retirement Medical Plan (the Plan) for
the year ended December 31, 2002 and have issued our report thereon dated May 23,
2003.

In planning and performing our audit of the Plan’s financial statements for the year
ended December 31, 2002, we considered internal controls in order to determine our
auditing procedures for the purpose of expressing our opinion on the financial
statements. An audit does not include examining the effectiveness of internal controls
and does not provide assurance on internal control. However, we noted certain matters
involving internal control and its operation, which are presented below, that we consider
to be reportable conditions under standards presented by the American Institute of
Certified Public Accountants. Reportable conditions involve matters coming to our
attention relating to significant deficiencies in the design or operation of the internal
control that, in our judgment, could adversely affect the Plan’s ability to record, process,
summarize, and report financial data consistent with the assertions of management in
the financial statements.

A draft report was sent to the Plan Administrator on August 6, 2003. The Plan
Administrator's responses to our recommendations were received on August 22, 2003,
and are included in this report, under the Management’s Response.
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May 23, 2003
Page 2 of 3

Finding One: There are no written accounting policies or procedures in
place for administering the Plan.

The foundation of an effective internal control structure is based on written policies and
procedures. For example, if an employee transfers to another position or leaves the
County, written policies and procedures would direct the accounting for this transaction
and minimize the chance of errors. When placed with the responsibility of managing the
Plan, written policies and procedures help to eliminate inconsistencies and errors in the
accounting for the Plans.

Recommendations

Develop and implement written accounting policies and procedures for the Plan.

Management’s Response:

We concur with the finding and steps have been taken to further develop and
implement written accounting policies and procedures for the Plans.

Finding Two: The Department reimbursed participant’s medical claims
based on insufficient claim information.

The Department reimbursed medical claims based on insufficient documentation that
was submitted for reimbursement. Five of thirty items tested contained insufficient
detail to determine whether medical claims were qualified medical expenses in
accordance with Section 213 of the Internal Revenue Code (IRC). Without proper
review and approval of all claims, errors or fraud can occur.

Recommendations

Implement a policy that documentation submitted for reimbursement is reviewed
and approved for qualified medical expenses before reimbursements are made.

Management’s Response:

We concur with the finding and steps have been taken to implement a policy that
documentation submitted for reimbursement is further reviewed and approved for
qualified medical expenses before reimbursements are made.



Management Letter/Robin Ohama, Plan Administrator
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Page 3 of 3

This report is intended solely for the information and use of the Plan Administrator,
management, and the Board of Supervisors and is not intended to be and should not be
used by anyone other than these specified parties.

We wish to thank the management and staff for their full cooperation during the audit.

Respectfully submitted,

Larry Walker
Auditor/Controller-Recorder

By:

Barbara K. Redding, CPA, CGFM
Internal Audits Section Manager

Copies to:

Marcel Turner, Human Resources,
Director

County Administrative Office

Board of Supervisors

Grand Jury (2)

Pamela Thompson, Risk Management,
Division Chief

Audit File (3)
Date Report Distributed:
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Marcel Turner, Director of Human Resources
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San Bernardino, CA 92415-0440

SUBJECT: AUDIT OF RISK MANAGEMENT'S CLAIMS PROCESSING OF
LIABILITY, WORKERS' COMPENSATION AND EMERGENCY MEDICAL
SERVICES CLAIMS

Infroductory Remarks

In compliance with the Memorandum of Understanding, dated August 23, 1991, we have
completed a periodic review of controls over claims processing of Liability, Workers'
Compensation and Emergency Medical Services claims, in accordance with the
standards developed by the Institute of Internal Auditors.

Scope of Audit

The purpose of this audit is to review control procedures over Liability, Workers'
Compensation and Emergency Medical Services Claims used by Risk Management, and
to determine that controls were adequate to allow periodic audits of samples of claims
instead of auditing all Liability, Workers' Compensation and EMS Claims. Our review was
limited to the system of internal controls and procedures related to Liability, Workers'
Compensation and Emergency Medical Services Claims for the period January 1, 2002
through December 31, 2002. We tested 60 Liability Claims, 60 Workers' Compensation
Claims and 30 Emergency Medical Services Claims for compliance with department
policies and procedures.

Results of Audit

The audit was discussed with Risk Management at an exit conference on June 12,
2003. A draft report was subsequently sent to Risk Management on August 29, 2003.
Responses to the recommendations received on September 12, 2003 are included in
the report.



AudRpt\Marcel Turner

Audit of Risk Mgmt's Claims Processing
June 23, 2003

Page 2 of 8

Our study and evaluation of the system of internal controls would not necessarily disclose
all material weaknesses in the system. We did however note conditions that require the
attention of management. These are discussed under the Current Year’s Findings and
Recommendations Section below.

STATUS OF PRIOR YEAR'’S FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Finding 1: Reconciliations of the Liability and Workers’ Compensation Funds
were last performed in October 1999 and July 2000, respectively.

Prior R Jati

Review the adequacy of resources assigned to the reconciliation process and
provide additional training to the assigned staff.

Current Status

Partially implemented. Reconciliation of the Workers’” Compensation Funds was
completed thru June 2002 and the Liability Funds thru February 2002. As of June
12, 2003, reconciliation of the Emergency Medical Services Funds, from July 2002
thru December 2002, had not been performed.

Eurther Recommendation
Comply with prior recommendation and bring the monthly reconciliations up to date.
Management’s Response:

Reconciliations of the Workers' Compensation fund have been completed thru 2/03.
The Fiscal Section will catch up with this task up to 6/30/03 by 9/30/03. The Liability
reconciliations are the responsibility of the Fiscal Clerk Il who has been on a
modified duty plan. The Emergency Medical Funds reconciliations from July through
December of 2002 are complete as of this date.

Einding 2: Variances documented during the reconciliation of the Workers’
Compensation Fund were not always researched and identified.

Prior R Jati
Establish and implement procedures to ensure that all variances are researched,

identified, and traceable to supporting documents. Prepare written procedures to
direct and document the reconciliation process.
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Current Status

Written procedures to direct and document the reconciliation had been revised.
However, the staff did not follow the procedures properly. In the March 2002
Workers’ Compensation Funds reconciliation, a variance was not researched and
traced to supporting documents. In the February 2002 Liability Funds reconciliation,
a fund and an object code were not listed as part of the reconciliations. Unresolved
variances my result in duplicate or overpayments being overlooked and not
corrected in a timely manner,

Further Recommendation
Fully comply with the prior recommendations.
Management’s Response:

The Supervising Liability Claims Representative has confirmed that additional
training and emphasis will be placed on entering dates of service and invoice
numbers, duplicates will then reject automatically. The Fiscal Section is now
researching and documenting the variances per recommendation.

Einding 3: Discrepancies identified between the accounting systems during the
reconciliation process were not resolved.

Prior R Jati

Prepare written operating procedures to direct and document the reconciliation
process. Re-format the completed reconciliation report to include, at a minimum,
the date prepared, preparer, and reviewer. Designate an employee not involved in
the preparation to review and sign the agency’s monthly reconciliation and to
monitor completion of follow-up adjustments. Provide training to all staff involved.

Current Status
Procedural manuals had been updated. However, the monthly reconciliation was
not formatted to include the date prepared, preparer and reviewer. In addition,

another employee did not review the reconciliation nor monitor completion of follow-
up adjustments.

Eurther Recommendation

Comply with prior recommendations.
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Management’s Response:

Written operating procedures are being updated and will be completed by 10/31/03
to reflect the changes on the Reconciliation Format (date prepared, preparer, and
reviewer). Also, all FY02-03 reconciliations formats will be modified by 10/31/03 to
comply with those recommendations. The Accountant | will monitor the completion
and follow-up of all adjustments in the future

Einding 4: The controls in place to detect irregularities between the FAS and the
Claims Processing System were insufficient.

Prior R Jati

Staff involved in processing adjustments need to be thoroughly trained in the
process so that they have a clear understanding of their responsibilities. A periodic
review by management will ensure controls are operating as intended.

Current Status

Two stop payment adjustments out of five tested were not processed in the
Claims Processing System even though FAS had been natified.

Eurther Recommendation
Comply with the prior recommendations.
Management’s Response:

The Fiscal Clerks that perform these tasks have been trained several times
on this task. The Automated Systems Analyst | frequently monitors the
posting of adjustments, especially when preparing ad-hoc reports to make
sure data integrity has not been compromised. She is constantly bringing to
the clerks' attention errors that need to be corrected. The Accountant | will
perform a monthly review of this task, and appropriate Work Improvement
Plans will be developed if errors continue.

Einding 5: The procedure for coding reconciliation adjustments was not consistently
followed.

Prior R Jati
Reiterate to staff the need to follow established guidelines for coding transactions to

reflect corresponding adjustments on the FAS. Conduct periodic supervisory review
of work performed.
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Current Status

An adjustment for a warrant cancellation out of fifteen tested was coded incorrectly
on the Claims Processing System.

Eurther Recommendation

Comply with prior recommendations.

Management’s Response

As mentioned above in the response to finding 4, many errors have already
been caught by the staff responsible for data integrity, and a monthly review
of all of this type of adjustment will be conducted by the Accountant | in the
future along with appropriate disciplinary action if necessary.

Einding 6: Requested adjustments were not processed in a timely manner.
Prior R Jati

Document and disseminate timeframes for processing adjustments, including those
requiring exception processing. In addition, conduct periodic supervisory reviews of
source documents to encourage staff to comply with established requirements.

Current Status

Five of the fifteen cancellation requests tested were processed more than two
months after requested by the adjuster. Two items were processed within two
months of the original request and two items were missing initials.

Eurther Recommendation
Comply with prior recommendations.
Management’s Response

A new procedure was drafted last year that spells out the requirements for a
cancellation request, which now include a timeframe for completion.
Frequent turnover in the positions of Accountant |, and Fiscal Clerk Il has
resulted in the lack of continuity on this task. The revised procedures will
require the original request to go first to the Accountant | for assignment, and
monitoring. Timely adjustments will be made if staff can be retained.
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Einding 7: Requests for stop payments and/or cancellations were sent to the
Auditor/Controller-Recorder (ACR) after the related warrants stale
dated.

Prior R Jati
Inform fiscal clerks, in writing, that when a warrant has been automatically stale
dated in the FAS, the only required adjustment is to the (in-house) Claims

Processing System. An effective means of updating the Claims Processing System
for stale dated warrants needs to be implemented.

Current Status.
One stale dated warrant was sent to ACR for cancellation.
Further Recommendation
Comply with prior recommendations.
Management’s Response
This was a misunderstanding. Clerical now knows that date of issue is to be
checked first to see if it has stale dated.
Einding 8: Several paid invoices were not cancelled.
Prior Recommendation
Remind fiscal staff to cancel invoices at the time of processing.
Current Status
Two invoices for Liability claims were not cancelled.
Further Recommendation
Comply with prior recommendation.
Management’s Response

Previously, the Fiscal Clerks only stamped one copy, and returned all copies that
were provided to the adjuster. In the future all copies will be stamped cancelled.
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Einding 9: Vital liability claim documents could not be located.
Prior R Jati

Establish a process for ensuring that all documentation necessary to establish
approval of payments is received and filed. Remind staff to ensure documents have
been physically received and placed in the files before completing the related
checklist item.

Current Status

A cancelled invoice with supervisory approval for one liability claim could not be
located.

Eurther Recommendation
Comply with prior recommendations.
Management’s Response

Fiscal does a line item comparison of each payment on the abstract with its related
supporting document. The Supervising Liability Claims Representative has
emphasized with clerical staff the importance of retrieving all cancelled invoices
from Fiscal and accurately filing these documents in the correct claims files.

CURRENT YEAR’S FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Einding 1: Emergency Medical Services Fund cover letters for physician services
claims were not signed by the physician.

Two cover letters out of the 30 claims tested were signed by an employee instead of by the
physician. Current procedures require Risk Management to have the physician sign the
cover letter in order to process claims for payment. This letter serves as the only contract
between Risk Management and the physician. Without a properly signed cover letter, Risk
Management would not be able to enforce the terms and conditions of the billing
requirements under the Emergency Medical Services Fund.

Recommendation
Implement a procedure to verify that cover letters are signed. Staff involved in

processing Emergency Medical Services Fund claims needs to make sure that the
cover letter is signed by the physician.
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Management’s Response

Current procedures include a step in which the claims are screened to ensure
that all appropriate forms are signed by the physician. EMS staff will make sure
that the cover letter is signed by the physician.

Einding 2: A payment confirmation list was not signed by the claim supervisor.

One confirmation list out of thirty lists for claims tested was not signed by the claim
supervisor. Current authorization procedures require a section supervisor to sign a printed
confirmation list at the bottom of each page for payments approved and confirmed by
adjusters for the EMS Fund. This control documents that adequate separation of duties
exists for payment approval.

Recommendations

Remind staff of the importance of having a supervisor sign the payment
confirmation list. Implement a verification procedure that only signed lists are
processed for payments to interface with FAS. If these procedures are not followed
properly, erroneous claims could be paid.

Management’s Response

We have drafted a new Standard Procedure Policy to implement a formal
verification procedure, assuring that only signed lists will be processed for payments
to interface with FAS. Staff has been reminded about the importance of having a
supervisor signing the payment confirmation list, exactly the same as the procedure
that we follow with the other programs that Risk Management administers. A written
reminder will be sent again.

We wish to thank the management and staff of Risk Management for their assistance and
cooperation throughout the audit.

Respectfully submitted, Copies to:
Larry Walker County Administrative Office
Auditor/Controller-Recorder Board of Supervisors
Grand Jury (2)
Risk Management
By:
Conrado Ramos Audit File (3)
Internal Auditor Il
Internal Audits Section Date Report Distributed:
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PETER HILLS, County Fire Chief
Office of Special Districts

157 West Fifth Street, Second Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0450

SUBJECT: AUDIT OF AMBULANCE BILLINGS FOR THE FISCAL YEAR ENDED
JUNE 30, 2002

Introductory Remarks

We have audited the Office of Special District's accounts receivable ambulance accruals
and reviewed internal controls for the department that processes ambulance billings. The
ambulance accounts receivable accruals were reviewed for:

County Service Area 29

County Service Area 56

County Service Area 70, Zone HL (Lake Havasu)
County Service Area 82 - Zone SV1

Lake Arrowhead Fire Protection District

Yucca Valley Fire Protection District

Scope of Audit

Our audit was made in accordance with generally accepted auditing standards and
included tests of:

e o @ o o o

. Estimates used to determine Accounts Receivable collection percentages.

+ Internal accounting and administrative controls with respect to the ambulance
billings and collection efforts.

The audit work performed would not necessarily disclose all material weaknesses in
internal controls.



AudRpt/Peter Hills, County Fire Chief
Consolidated Fire District Ambulance Billings
February 7, 2003

Page 2

Separate reports were issued for the districts’ financial statements.

Our findings and recommendations were provided to the Office of Special Districts on July
3, 2003. Management’s responses were received on July 18, 2003 and have been
incorporated into our report.

Action Tal Prior R Jati

The further recommended action for prior finding 2 was adopted. Recommendations for
further action regarding prior finding 1 are presented below.

PRIOR FINDINGS

Prior Finding 1 (March 24, 1998): The history of subsequent Accounts

Receivable collections differs significantly
from the estimates used to determine
accruals in some cases.

Prior R lation:

Continue to work on implementing a 12-month analysis of each fiscal
year’s collection history. Use the collection percentages determined in the
analysis to identify the bad debt write off percentages to be used at fiscal
year end.

Action Taken
The accrued net receivable at June 30, 2002 was 50% more than subsequent

collections during the period of July 1, 2002 to January 8, 2003, as noted below.
(Subsequent collections were projected from the sample collection percentage.)

A/R Accrual Subsequent Collections Over Accrued
District Net Percent Projected Percent Amount  Percent
CSA 29 Lucerne $ 74,052 59.17 $32,701 26.13 $41,350 33.04
CSA 56 Wrightwood 286,343 66.61 162,333 35.76 124,011 28.85
CSA 82 Searles 9,931 59.51 1,514 9.07 8,417 50.44
Lake Arrowhead 244,120 95.71 127,935 50.16 116,186 45.55
Yucca Valley 228,784 68.84 96,578 29.06 132,206 39.78
CSA 70 Havasu __ 8,797 72.34 _2,758 14.75 _ 6,039 3230

Total 852,027 423,819 50% 428,209 50%
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The over accrual was due to the complexity of the spreadsheet calculation and
receivables analysis. The accrual was the sum of collectable May receivables plus
June sales without eliminating May collections and write offs. As a result, receivables
were double counted causing the accrual to exceed the total June 30" receivable
balances as shown below.

Insurance  Amount 6/30/02 Total
District Type Accrued A/R Balance
CSA 29 Lucerne  Private $35,174 $33,450.00
Medicare 7,766 7,458.00
CSA 82 Searles  QOther 1,374 1,373.58
Private 3,847 3,390.25
Lake Arrowhead  QOther 118,539 85,664.12
Private 80,873 78,748.03
Yucca Valley Other 82,238 81,916.15
CSA 70 Havasu  Medicare 240 0.00

A more accurate accrual would have been derived using the June 30" accounts
receivable aging report and applying an historical estimated collection percentage to the
year-end receivable balances. Based on our sample, the collection percentages used
by Special Districts in the first step of the accrual process were reasonable for
Medicare, Medical, and Collections. However private pay and other third party payer's
estimated collection percentages were generally much higher than the subsequent
collections.

Eurther Recommended Action:

Review the collection history of each insurance type to determine historical
collection rates for different ages of accounts.

Use the June accounts receivable aging report to estimate collectable
receivables. Use the aging feature of the report to group the receivables by age
and apply the age specific historical collection rate to each age grouping. Also,
verify that the total accrual does not exceed the total receivable for each
insurance category.

Department’s Response:

For fiscal year ending 06/30/03, we used the above recommended process
and the dollar amounts are significantly lower than fiscal year ending
6/30/02. We hope this process turns out to be the one that works.
Ambulance transportation and reimbursement is variable and affected by
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many different factors such as economies in different areas and weather. |
thank the auditors for working with us on this each year.

We would like to express our appreciation for the cooperation and assistance provided to
the auditor by the management and staff of the Office of Special Districts.
Respectfully submitted, Copies to:

Larry Walker Audit File (3)
Auditor/Controller-Recorder

By:

Barbara K. Redding, CPA, CGFM Date Report Distributed:
Manager, Internal Audit Section

LDW:BKR:DD:spr.2



STEVE WESTLY

Californta State Controller

July 29, 2003
Mr. Larry Walker Ms. Tressa Sloan Kentner
Auditor/Controller-Recorder Court Executive Officer
San Bernardino County Superior Court of California
222 West Hospitality Lane, 4" Floor San Bernardino County
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0018 172 W. 3 Street, 2™ Floor

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0302
Dear Mr. Walker and Ms. Kentner:

The State Controller’s Office has completed an audit of San Bernardino County’s court revenues
for the period of July 1, 1996, through June 30, 2001.

The audit disclosed that the county underremitted $851,648 in court revenues to the State
Treasurer because:

» The court underremitted fines and penalties by $396,608;

« The county underremitted minimum level of county base fines by $365,914;

« The county underremitted controlled substance forfeitures by $109,339;

» The county overremitted 50% of excess qualified fees, fines, and penalties by $69,061;
» The county inequitably distributed collection program operating costs by $36,250; and

» The county underremitted fines and penalties by $12,598.
The County Auditor/Controller-Recorder’s Office should remit $851,6438 to the State Treasurer.

The individual accounts making up this amount should be separately reported on the bottom
portion of the monthly TC-31, Remittance to State Treasurer, in accordance with standard
remittance procedures. The following should be identified prior to reporting the account
adjustments: SCO Audit—July 1, 1996, through June 30, 2001.



Mr. Larry Walker -2- July 29, 2003
Ms. Tressa Sloan Kentner

A copy of the TC-31 and documentation supporting the corresponding adjustments should also
be mailed to the attention of the following individuals:

Greg Brummels, Audit Manager Jaime Delgadillo, Collections Supervisor
State Controller’s Office Division of Collections
Division of Audits Bureau of Tax Administration
Post Office Box 942850 Post Office Box 942850
Sacramento, California 94250-5874 Sacramento, California 94250-5880

‘When the county pays the underremitted State Trial Court Trust Fund amount, the SCO will
calculate a penalty on the underlying amount and bill the county, in accordance with Government
Code Section 68085.

The county has disputed certain facts related to the conclusions and recommendations contained
in this audit report. The SCO has established an informal audit review process to resolve a
dispute of facts. To avail itself of the review, the county should submit, in writing, a request for
a review and all information pertinent to the dispute within 60 days after receiving the final
report. The request and supporting documentation should be submitted to: Richard J.-Chivaro,
Chief Counsel, State Controller’s Office, Post Office Box 942850, Sacramento, CA 94250-0001.

If you have any questions, please contact Jerry McClain, Chief, Special Audits Bureau, at
(916) 323-1573.

Sincerely,

WALTER BARNES
Chief Deputy State Controller, Finance

_WB:jj

cc: John A. Judnick, Manager, Internal Audit

Judicial Council of California

Kelly Brodie, Deputy Executive Officer
State Board of Control

James Trout, Director of Administration
Department of Fish and Game

Alex MacBain, Fiscal and Policy Analyst
Legislative Analyst’s Office
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San Bernardino County

Court Revenues

Summary

Background

The State Controller’s Office (SCO) performed an audit to determine the
propriety of court revenues remitted to the State of California by
San Bernardino County for the period of July I, 1996, through June 30,
2001. The last day of fieldwork was October 8, 2002.

The audit disclosed that the county underremitted $851,648 in court
revenues to the State Treasurer because:

« The court underremitted fines and penalties by $396,608;

« The county underremitted minimum level of county base fines by
$365,914;

e The county underremitted controlled substance forfeitures by
$109,339;

« The county overremitted 50% of excess qualified fees, fines, and
penalties by $69,061;

« The county inequitably distributed collection program operating costs
by $36,250; and

« The county underremitted fines and penalties by $12,598.

The County Auditor/Controller-Recorder’s Office should remit $851,648
to the State Treasurer.

State statutes govern the distribution of court revenues, which include
fines, penalties, assessments, fees, restitutions, bail forfeitures, and
parking surcharges. Whenever the State is entitled to a portion of such
money, the court is required by Government Code Section 68101 to
deposit the State’s portion of court revenues with the county treasurer as
soon as practical and to provide the county auditor with a monthly
record of collections. This section further requires that the county
auditor transmit the funds and a record of the money collected to the
State Treasurer at least once a month.

Government Code Section 68103 requires that the State Controller
determine whether or not all court collections remitted to the State
Treasurer are complete. Government Code Section 68104 authorizes the
State Controller to examine records maintained by any court.
Furthermore, Government Code Section 12410 provides the State
Controller with general audit authority to ensure that state funds are
properly safeguarded.

Steve Westly » California State Controller 1



San Bernardino County

Court Revenues

Objective,
Scope, and
Methodology

Conclusion

The objective of this audit was to determine whether the county
completely and accurately remitted court revenues in a timely manner to
the State Treasurer for the period of July 1, 1996, through June 30, 2001.
The SCO did not review the California Department of Finance’s
calculation of the county’s revenues and expenditures reported to the
State pursuant to Government Code Section 77201(b).

In order to meet the objective, the auditor reviewed the revenue-
processing systems within the county’s Superior Court, Auditor/
Controller-Recorder’s Office, and Central Collections Department.

The auditor performed the following procedures:

» Reviewed the accuracy of distribution reports prepared by the county,
which show court revenue distributions to the State, the county, and
the cities located within the county;

e Gained an understanding of the county’s revenue collection and
reporting processes by interviewing key personnel and reviewing
documents supporting the transaction flow;

« Analyzed various revenue accounts reported in the county’s monthly
cash statements for unusual variations and omissions;

o Evaluated the accuracy of revenue distribution using various
California codes and the SCO’s Manual of Accounting and Audit
Guidelines for Trial Courts as criteria;

o Performed tests to identify any incorrect distributions; and

¢ Expanded any tests that revealed errors to determine the extent of any
incorrect distributions.

The audit was conducted in accordance with Government Auditing
Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the United States. The
SCO did not audit the county’s financial statements. The auditor
considered the county’s management controls only to the extent
necessary to plan the audit. This report relates to an examination of court
revenues remitted and payable to the State of California. Therefore, the
SCO does not express an opinion as to whether the county’s court
revenues, taken as a whole, are free from material misstatement,

San Bernardino County underremitted $851,648 in court revenues to the
State Treasurer. The underemittances are described in the Findings and
Recommendations section and summarized in Schedule 1. The County
Auditor/Controller-Recorder’s Office should remit $851,648 to the State
Treasurer.

Steve Westly « California State Controller 2



San Bernardino County

Court Revenues

Follow-Up on
Prior Audit
Findings

Views of
Responsible
Officials

Restricted Use

Findings noted in the prior audit report, dated January 15, 1998, have
been satisfactorily resolved by the county, with the exception of
underremitted minimum level of county base fines, underremitted fines
and penalties, and inequitably distributed collection program operating
COosts.

The SCO issued a draft audit report on March 14, 2003. Larry Walker,
Auditor/Controller-Recorder, responded by letter dated April 3,2003
(Attachment A), agreeing with the audit results with the exception of
Findings | and 2, and not commenting on Findings 6 through 9.
Thomas C. Mahon, Accounting Manager, Superior Court, responded by
letter dated April 7, 2003 (Attachment B), agreeing with the audit results
in Findings 6 through 9 and not commenting on Findings 1 through 5.

This report is solely for the information and use of San Bernardino
County, the San Bernardino County Courts, the Judicial Council of
California, and the SCO; it is not intended to be and should not be used
by anyone other than these specified parties. This restriction is not
intended to limit distribution of this report, which is a matter of public
record.

JEFFREY V. BROWNFIELD
Chief, Division of Audits

Steve Westly » California State Controller 3



San Bernardino County Court Revenues

Findings and Recommendations

FINDING 1— The prior audit report noted that the county underremitted its minimum
county base fines to the State Treasurer for fiscal year (FY) 1996-97.
Penal Code Section 1463.001 requires that the state share of FY 1996-97
county base fines distributed to the General Fund be equal to or greater
than the state share of FY 1992-93 county base fines of $3,470,999. Any
shortfall should be made up with county funds and remitted to the State
by October 1st of the subsequent fiscal year.

Underremitted
minimum level of
county base fines
(County Auditor’s
Office)

The adjusted state share of FY 1996-97 county base fines totaled
$3,105,085, resulting in a $365,914 shortfall to the State.

The error occurred because county personnel did not compute the
minimum remittance requirement. Failure to properly compute the
minimum remittance requirement was noted in the SCO audit for the
period of July 1, 1993, through June 30, 1996. The county believes that
Assembly Bill 1740, Chapter 52, Provision 11, Statutes of 2000,
exempted the county from this requirement. Such provision applied only
to FY 1993-94, FY 1994-95, and FY 1995-96.

Additionally, the county claims that it has met all FY 1992-93 county
base fine requirements since the county made voluntary distributions to
the State during FY 1992-93, and is entitled to a credit pursuant to Penal
Code Section 1463.009 for satisfaction of civil court judgments from
specified bail forfeitures. Furthermore, the county declares that it made
several payments to the State during FY 1992-93 for collections from
prior years.

The underremittance had the following effect:

Understated/

Account Title (Overstated)
State General Fund

(Maintenance of Effort, FY 1996-97) $ 365914

County General Fund (365,914)

Recommendation

The county should remit $365,914 to the State Treasurer and report on
the remittance advice (TC-31) an increase of $365,914 to the State
General Fund (Maintenance of Effort, FY 1996-97). The county should
also make the corresponding account adjustments.

Auditor/Controller-Recorder’s Response

Finding 1 repeats a finding from the previous audit. As was the case
then, we disagree. The Auditor/Controller-Recorder’s Office has had a
longstanding dispute over various audit findings made by the State
Controller regarding the disbursement of court fines, fees, forfeitures
and penalties. In 1997 the State Controller conducted an audit
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Court Revenues

FINDING 2—
Overremitted 50%
excess of qualified
fines, fees, and
penalties (County
Auditor/Controller-
Recorder’s Office)

addressing fiscal years 1993-94, 1994-95, and 1995-96. In that audit the
State Controller asserted that the County did not meet its maintenance-
of-effort (MOE) levels for the base fines remitted during this time
period. The MOE for fiscal years 1993-94 through 1996-97 was
established by those base fines remitted in fiscal year 1992-93.
Unfortunately, during fiscal year 1992-93 the County made significant
voluntary payments and adjustments that were inappropriately added
into the MOE calculations. The County’s disbursements were done in
good faith and based on an interpretation of disbursement policies and
procedures provided to the County by the State Controller’s office at
the time.

The dispute over the previous audit’s finding was resolved through
legislation that relieved the County of any obligation to repay the state
for disputed amounts for fiscal years 1993-94, 1994-95 and 1995-96.
San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors will again ask for
legislation to provide relief from the payment of various audit findings
by validating the disbursement of court fines, fees, forfeitures and
penalties by the County of San Bernardino for the 1996-97 fiscal year.
The law was changed for later fiscal years so this problem does not
arise for fiscal years after FY 1996-97.

Court’s Response

The Superior Court of California and the County of San Bernardino are
separate entities. Since the County prepares the remittances to the State,
they will respond to this finding.

SCO’s Comment

In responding to the county comments for the prior audit, the SCO noted
that certain audit adjustments recommended for the period of July 1,
1992, through June 30, 1993, included certain county fines that were not
remitted to the state General Fund during FY 1992-93. These findings
impacted the 1992-93 base year maintenance-of-effort level. The SCO
further noted that the “voluntary” payments made by the county were not
voluntary at all. The payments were necessary to comply with
regulations. The county has not provided any documentation to warrant a
change in the SCO position.

The finding remains as written.

The county underremitted 50% of the qualified excess of fines, fees, and
penalties to the State Treasurer for FY 1997-98 and FY 1998-99 by
$162,165 and $29,275, respectively. In addition, the county overremitted
for FY 1999-2000 by $60,690 and for FY 2000-01 by $190,933.
Government Code Section 77201(b)(2) requires San Bernardino County,
for its base revenue obligation, to remit $11,694,120 for FY 1997-98,
$9,092,380 for FY 1998-99, $8,511,193 for FY 1999-2000, and
$8,163,193 for FY 2000-01. In addition, Government Code Section
77205(a) requires the county to remit 50% of qualified revenues to the
State Trial Court Improvement Fund that exceed its base year obligation.
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The error occurred because of incorrect entries used in the county’s
distribution working papers that did not include all applicable fines, fees,
and penalties, and the fiscal impact of conditions identified in this
report’s findings.

The qualified revenues for FY 1997-98 were $13,617,358. The excess
above the base of $11,694,120 is $1,923,238, which should be divided
equally between the county and State, resulting in $961,619 excess due
to the State. A previous payment of $799,454 has been remitted by the
county, causing an underremittance of $162,165.

The qualified revenues for FY 1998-99 were $13,580,462. The excess
above the base of $9,092.380 is $4,488,082, which should be divided
equally between the county and State, resulting in $2,244,041 excess due
to the State. A previous payment of $2,223,644 has been remitted by the
county, causing an underremittance of $20,397.

The qualified revenues for FY 1999-2000 were $13,033,991. The excess
above the base of $8,511,193 is $4,522,798, which should be divided
equally between the county and State, resulting in $2,261,399 excess due
to the State. A previous payment of $2,322,089 has been remitted by the
county, causing an overremittance of $60,690.

The qualified revenues for FY 2000-01 were $13,111,768. The excess
above the base of $8,163,193 is $4,948,575, which should be divided
equally between the county and State, resulting in $2,472,288 excess due
to the State. A previous payment of $2,665,220 has been remitted by the
county, causing an overremittance of $190,933.

The overremittance had the following effect:

Understated/
Account Title (Overstated)

State Trial Court Improvement Fund—
Government Code Section 77205:

FY 1997-98 § 162,165
FY 1998-99 20,397
FY 1999-2000 (60,690)
FY 2000-01 (190,933)
County General Fund (69,061)

Recommendation

The county should reduce subsequent remittances to the State Treasurer
by $69,061 and report on the remittance advice (TC-31) decreases to the
State Trial Court Improvement Fund—Government Code Section 772035,
The county should also make the corresponding account adjustments.
Additionally, the county should ensure that only eligible Government
Code Section 77205 revenues are incorporated within the computations.
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Court Revenues

FINDING 3—
Underremitted fines
and penalties (Central
Collections
Department)

Auditor/Controller-Recorder’s Response

We cannot agree or disagree with this finding. The 50% calculation is a
combination of distributions from the County’s Central Collections
department and the Superior Court. Amounts in this finding are
summarized, and some detail amounts refer to current audit findings
that deal with the Superior Courts, which is a separate entity. We cannot
respond to amounts that differ due to the Courts distribution. We concur
with the amounts differed due to findings 3 and 4. We cannot agree or
disagree with amounts that differ due to findings 6-8, as they refer to
Superior Court’s distribution. The Courts will respond to their findings
in a separate letter.

Since amounts in this finding depend on the responses to current
findings, finding 2 should be recalculated after all findings have been
resolved.

We dispute the amount of $17,756 underremitted in which the Central
Collections department was correcting prior year’s distributions. Due to
the implementation of AB233, Central Collections corrected amounts
that were not distributed correctly in fiscal years 1996-97 and 1997-98.
The amounts resulted in decreasing the net amount deposited in funds
used for the 50% calculation to the state in fiscal year 1998-99, We
believe in total the distribution was correct, therefore, the County does
not owe this amount to the state. See documentation attached.

Court’s Response

The Superior Court of California and the County of San Bernardino are
separate entities. Since the County calculates and prepares the
remittances to the State, they will respond to this finding.

SCO’s Comment

The amounts presented in the audit were computed based upon
information made available at that time. Based upon the additional
information accepted by the SCO, presented by the county in the response
to the draft audit report, the amounts for FY 1998-99 have been revised.

The Central Collections Department incorrectly distributed base fines
and penalties for cases where the total ordered bail did not equal the
designated amount on the automated system distribution chart. For those
cases, the variance between total bail and the distribution chart is
distributed as a Penal Code Section 1463.001 fine subject to county
arrest. The account is titled Fee Variance. This results in county fines
being overstated, city fines being understated, and penalties being
understated. The allowable 2% automated accounting and case
processing system fee was properly deducted.

Penal Code Section 1463.004(a) declares that, when an automated case-
processing system requires percentages, calculations may be employed
to establish the components of total fines or forfeitures, provided the
aggregate monthly distributions resulting from the calculations are the
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same as would be produced by strict observance of the statutory
provisions.

Failure to properly distribute the fee variance was noted in the SCO
audit for the period of July 1, 1993, through June 30, 1996. As of the
current audit date, no corrective action has been taken by the
department. :

The county claims that Government. Code Section 29375.1 allows the
county to deposit in the county treasury the excess as long as it does not
exceed $10 per case. The SCO believes that Government Code Section
29375.1 relates only to overpayments. The Fee Variance account does
not incorporate overpayments. The overpayments are properly recorded
within the county’s Overage Account.

The inappropriate distribution to the Fee Variance account had the
following effect:

Understated/
Account Title (Overstated)
State General Fund (County)-
Penal Code Section 1463.001 $ (1,708)
State General Fund (City)—

Penal Code Section 1463.001 230
State Penalty Fund 14,076
Cities and Districts Fine Revenue Account:

Adelanto 176

Barstow 153

Colton 642

Redlands 548

Fontana 1,110

Chino 848

Chino Hills 285

Yucaipa 135

Loma Linda 149

Montclair 384

Ontario ' 1,628

Apple Valley 178

Hesperia 384

Rancho Cucamonga 633

San Bernardino 1,713

Twentynine Palms 114

Upland 922

Victorville 404

Rialto 382

Highland 150

Yucca Valley 158
County Penalty Assessment—30% 5,577
County Criminal Justice Facilities Fund 4916
County Temporary Construction Fund 3,933
County Automated Fingerprint Fund 982
County Emergency Medical Fund 3,933
County General Fund (43,035)
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FINDING 4—
Inequitably

distributed collection

program operating
costs (Central
Collections
Department)

Recommendation

The county should remit $12,598 to the State Treasurer and report on the
remittance advice (TC-31) increases of $230 to the State General Fund
(City) and $14,076 to the State Penalty Fund, and a decrease of $1,708
to the State General Fund (County). The county should also make the
corresponding account adjustments.

Auditor/Controller-Recorder’s Response

We agree with this finding. Our Central Collections Department has been
working with the State Auditor to develop a schedule to use to distribute
minor fee variances. We plan to implement the schedule once the State
Auditor approves it.

Court’s Response

The Superior Court of California and the County of San Bemardino are
separate entities. Since the Central Collections Department is part of the
County, the County will respond to this finding.

The Central Collections Department did not equitably distribute
operating costs from the comprehensive collection program to fees
collected and to cities that filed a legal action against the county. Penal
Code Section 1463.007 declares that the county may deduct, and deposit
in the county treasury, the cost of operating the program from any
revenues collected. The error occurred because department officials
incorrectly interpreted Penal Code Section 1463.007 requirements and
binding contractual obligations between the cities and the county.
Failure to properly distribute the collection program operating costs was
noted in the SCO audit for the period of July 1, 1993, through June 30,
1996. As of the current audit date, no corrective action has been taken by
the department.

The inappropriate distribution had the following effect:

Understated/
Account Title (Overstated)
State General Fund (County)—

Penal Code Section 1463.001 $ (22,981)
State General Fund (City)—

Penal Code Section 1463.001 (12,814)
State Penalty Fund (4,580)
State 2% Automation Fund 11,091
State Health and Safety Fund 431
State Indemnity Fund (193)
State Restitution Fund—

Penal Code Section 1202.4 ‘ 65,296
Cities and Districts Fine Revenue Account:

Adelanto (3,851)

Apple Valley 4,031

Barstow (949)

Big Bear 6,492
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FINDING 5—

Proof of insurance
fees distributions not
properly supported
(Central Collections
Department)

Understated/
Account Title (Overstated)
Chino {10,648)
Colton (1,725)
Loma Linda ' 233
Montclair (3.629)
Fontana i (11,917)
Grand Terrace (228)
Hesperia 2,743
Highlands ! (1,250)
Needles 808
Ontario ' (10,746)
Rancho Cucamonga (6,509)
Redlands (1,693)
Rialto " (5,923)
San Bernardino (5,352)
Upland (7,907)
Victorville (5,933)
Yucaipa 1,522
County Penalty Assessment-30% (34,770)
County 2% Automation Fund (8,230)
County Blood Alcohol Fund 6,810
County Alcohol Fund 4,273
County Criminalistic Lab Fund (11,510)
County General Fund (71,630)

Recommendation

The county should remit $36,250 to the State Treasurer and report on the
remittance advice (TC-31) increases of $11,091 to the State Automation
Fund, $431 to the State General Fund—Health and Safety Code Section
11502, and $65,296 to the State Restitution Fund—Penal Code Section
1202.4, and decreases of $22,981 to the State General Fund (County),
$12,814 to the State General Fund (Cities), $4,580 to the State Penalty
Fund, and $193 to the State Indemnity Fund—Penal Code Section
1463.18. The county should also make the corresponding account
adjustments.

Auditor/Controller-Recorder’s Response

We concur and are working to resolve the situation,

Court’s Response

The Superior Court of California and the County of San Bemardino
are separate entities. Since the Central Collections Department is part
of the County, the County will respond to this finding.

The Central Collections Department did not proportionally distribute the
proof of financial responsibility fines among the State General Fund,
State Transportation Fund, and County General Fund for the period of
January 1998 through June 2001. Additionally, proof of insurance fees
distributions were not supported by written documents declaring the
Jjudges’ impositions.
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FINDING 6—
Underremitted fines
and penalties

- (Superior Court)

A $30.50 fee on each conviction of a proof of financial responsibility
violation identified under Vehicle Code Section 16028 is required to be
distributed per conviction in this manner: $17.50 to the County General
Fund pursuant to Penal Code Section 1463.22(a), $10 to the State
General Fund pursuant to Penal Code Section 1463.22(c), and 33 to the
State Transportation Fund pursuant to Penal Code Section 1463.22(b).

Government Code Section 68101 requires any judge imposing or
collecting fines or forfeitures to keep a record of them.

Failure to impose and make the proper fine distribution causes the
County General Fund and other non-proof of insurance fees to be

understated.

Recommendation

The judges’ impositions relative to proof of insurance fees should be
identified and documented.

Auditor/Controller-Recorder’s Response

We concur. During the audit period, the Central Collections Department
has had very few of these cases. Central Collections distributed receipts
per the bail book based on the judge's order. In recent years, Central
Collections has not noticed any cases relative to this finding. For future
cases, we will attempt to get the proper identification.

Court’s Response

The Superior Court of California and the County of San Bemardino are
separate entities. Since the Central Collections Department is part of the
County, the County will respond to this finding.

The Superior Court incorrectly distributed base fines and penalties for
cases where the total ordered bail did not equal the designated amount
on the automated system distribution chart. For those cases, the variance
between total bail and the distribution chart is distributed into the county
general fund. Additionally, the allowable 2% automated accounting and
case processing system fee was not deducted. The account is titled Fee
Variance.

Penal Code Section 1463.004(a) declares that, when an automated
case-processing system requires percentages, calculations may be
employed to establish the components of total fines or forfeitures,
provided that the aggregate monthly distributions resulting from the
calculations are the same as would be produced by strict observance of
the statutory provisions.

Government Code Section 68090.8 requires that 2% of all fines,

penalties, and forfeitures be distributed to a fund to pay the costs for
automating trial court recordkeeping systems. Effective January 1998,
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the fee should be remitted to the State Trial Court Improvement Fund
established pursuant to Government Code Section 77209.

Failure to properly distribute the fee variance was noted in the SCO
audit for the period of July 1, 1993, through June 30, 1996. Effective
January 2000, the court implemented procedures, and distributions are
no longer made to the Fe€ Variance account for new cases.

The inappropriate distribution had the following effect:

Understated/
Account Title (Overstated)
State General Fund (County)}—

Penal Code Section 1463.001 $ 56,031
State General Fund (City)-

Penal Code Section 1463.001 31,347
State Penalty Fund 298,226
State 2% Automation Fund 11,004
Cities and Districts Fine Revenue Account:

Adelanto 2,507

Barstow 2,187

Fontana School District 167

San Bernardino School District 712

Colton 9,147

Redlands 7,818

Fontana 15,833

Chino 12,086

Chino Hills 4,059

Big Bear 694

Yucaipa 1,925

LLoma Linda 2,129

Montclair 5,480

Needles 840

Ontario 23,219

Apple Valley 2,533

Hesperia 5,471

Rancho Cucamonga 9,032

San Bernardino 24,421

Twentynine Palms 1,630

Upland 13,145

Victorville 5,765

Rialto 5,450

Highland 2,144

Yucca Valley 2,255

Grand Terrace 673
County Penalty Assessment-30% 65,406
County Criminal Justice Facilities Fund 90,944
County Temporary Construction Fund 72,775
County Automated Fingerprint Fund 18,171
County Emergency Medical Fund 72,775
County 2% Automation Fund 7,859
County General Fund (885,860)
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FINDING 7—
Incorrectly
distributed traffic
violator school fees
(Superior Court)

Recommendation

The county should remit $396,608 to the State Treasurer and report on
the remittance advice (TC-31) increases of $11,004 to the State
Automation Fund, $56,031 to the State General Fund (County), $§31,347
to the State General Fund (City), and $298,226 to the State Penalty
Fund. The county should also make the corresponding account
adjustments.

Auditor/Controller-Recorder’s Response

The County of San Bernardino and the Courts are separate entities. The
courts are responsible for their distribution system and will respond to this
finding.

Court’s Response

The Court concurs with the auditor’s calculations; and procedures have
been implemented to correct any distribution errors on a monthly basis,
effective January 2000.

The Superior Court did not exclude and distribute penalties to the
Emergency Medical Services Fund (EMS) account from traffic violator
school fees for the period of January 2000 through June 2001. Effective
January 1, 2000, for all traffic school violations, Vehicle Code Section
42007 requires $2 for every $7 that would have been collected pursuant
to Government Code Section 76000 on a fine distribution to be deposited
in the Emergency Medical Service Fund. The error occurred because the
new pronouncement mentioned Maddy Funds. The county instructed the
court that no change was required because the EMS account may not be
within the parameters of a Maddy Fund. The pronouncement intended
that all EMS accounts were Maddy Funds.

The inappropriate distribution of traffic violator school fees due to the
Emergency Medical Service Fund had the following effect:

Understated/

Account Title _ (Overstated)
County Emergency Medical Services Fund $ 587,728

"County General Fund (587,728)

Recommendation

The court should implement the adjustment noted above to comply with
Vehicle Code Section 42007. The court should make a redistribution for
the period of July 2001 through the date the current system is revised.
The county should also make the corresponding account adjustments.
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FINDING 8—
Underremitted bail
bond forfeitures
(Superior Court)

Auditor/Controller-Recorder’s Response

The County of San Bernardino and the Courts are separate entities. The
courts are responsible for their distribution system and will respond to this
finding.

Court’s Response -

The Court is currently working through its software subcontractor to
ensure the 52 is correctly distributed to the EMS account when payments
are received for all traffic school violations. In the interim, we will
manually adjust the distribution using the formula developed by the State
auditor.

The Superior Court incorrectly distributed 100% of the proceeds from
one controlled substance bail bond forfeiture case to the county general
fund under Penal Code Section 1463.001 as a county arrest. Bail bond
forfeitures from controlled substance violations should be distributed
75% (less the 2% automation fee) to the State General Fund under
Health and Safety Code Section 11502.

The inappropriate distribution had the following effect:

Understated/
Account Title (Overstated)

State General Fund—
Health and Safety Code Section 11502 $ 109,339
County General Fund (109,339)

Recommendation

The county should remit $109,339 to the State Treasurer and report on
the remittance advice (TC-31) an increase of $109,339 to the State
General Fund—Health and Safety Code Section 11502. The county
should also make the corresponding account adjustments.

Auditor/Controller-Recorder’s Response

The County of San Bernardino and the Courts are separate entities. The
courts are responsible for their distribution system and will respond to this
finding.

Court’s Response

This finding was corrected on May 8, 2002, during the performance of the
State audit. The amount of $109,339 was therefore included with the
fiscal year 2001-02 remittances to the State.
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FINDING 9—
Incorrectly reported
small claims filing fees
(Superior Court)

The county did not properly reflect the correct account balances for
small claims filing fees during the preparation of reports to the State
Treasurer (TC-31). Sections 5.30 and 5.31 of the State Controller’s
Manual of Accounting and Audit Guidelines for Trial Courts declare that
the county auditor must collect monthly distributions statements from
the courts and transfer to the State the State’s share of the distributions.

The Superior Court automated revenue accumulation system distributed
the state small claims filing fees under the state general civil filing fees
account, rather than under the state small claims filing fees account.
Subsequently, the revenues were not properly classified by the court
when preparing the request for transfer to the county. The revenues were
consequently reported by the county to the State as state general civil
filing fees.

Recommendation

The court should identify the small claims filing fees to the county. The
county should separately report the small claims filing fees on the
remittance advice to the State.

Auditor-Controller’s Response

The County of San Bernardino and the Courts are separate entities. The
courts are responsible for their distribution system and will respond to this
finding,

Court’s Response
The reporting problem was corrected on May 1, 2002 so that all future

reports will reflect the amounts collected for small claims filing fees in the
State’s small claims filing fee account.
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Schedule 1—

Summary of Audit Findings by Fiscal Year
July 1, 1996, through June 30, 2001

Fiscal Year
Description Account Title ' Code Section 1996-97 1997-98 1998-99  1999-2000  2000-01 Total Reference?
County
Underremitted minimum level of  State General Fund (Maintenance
county base fines of Effort, FY 1996-97) Penal Code §1463.001 £365914 § — § — 3 — 3 — $ 365914 TFinding 1
Overremitted 50% excess of
specified codes State Trial Court Improvement Fund Government Code §77205 — 162,165 20,397 (60,690) (190,933) (69,061) Finding 2
Underremitted fines and penalties  State General Fund (County) Penal Code §1463.001 (1,199) (509) - —— — (1,708) Finding 3
State General Fund (City) Penal Code §1463.001 161 69 — - o 230 Finding3
State Penalty Fund Penal Code §1464 750 631 2,693 5,191 4,811 14,076 Tinding 3
Inequitably distributed collection  State General Fund (County) Penal Code §1463.001 (16,659) (6,322) — — e (22,981) Finding 4
program operating costs State General Fund (City) Penal Code §1463.001 (9,137) (3,677) —— — — (12,814)  Finding 4
State Penalty Fund Penal Code §1464 (803) (748) (1,009) (972) (1,048) (4,580)  Finding 4
State General Fund Health & Safety Code §11502 76 70 95 91 99 431  Finding 4
State Indemnity Fund Penal Code §1463.18 (33) (32) (41) 40 A_%S (193)  Finding 4
State Restitution Fund Penal Code §1202.04 11,452 10,659 14,384 13,854 14,947 65,296 Finding 4
State Trial Court Improvement Fund Government Code §68098.8 - 1,310 3,275 3,146 3,360 11,091 Finding 4
Total County 350,522 163,616 39,792 (39.421) (168.808) 345,701
Superior Court
Underremitted fines and penalties  State General Fund (County) Penal Code §1463.001 39,044 16,987 — — —- 56,031
State General Fund (City) Penal Code §1463.001 21,843 9,504 — — - 31,347 Finding 6
State Penalty Fund Penal Code §1464 101,515 79,342 67,774 41,372 8,223 298,226 Finding 6
State Trial Court Improvement Fund Government Code §68098.8 - 2,537 4,889 2,985 593 11,004  Finding 6
Underremitted controlled
substance forfeitures State General Fund Health and Safety Code §11502 e e e e 109,339 109339 Finding 8
Total Superior Court 162,402 108,370 72,663 44,357 118,155 505,947
Net amount underpaid (overpaid) to the State Treasurer $512,924 §271,986 $112455 § 4936 5 (50,653) $851,0648
" “The identification of state revenuc account titles should be used to ensure proper recording when preparing the remittance advice (TC-31) to the State Treasurer.
2 See the Findings and Recommendations section.
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April 3, 2003

JERRY MCCLAIN, CHIEF SPECIAL AUDITS BUREAU
State Controller's Office

Division of Audits

P.O. Box 942850

Sacramento, CA 92458-5874

RE: Response to Draft Audit Report — Court Revenues

This letter is in response to the draft audit report on San Bernardino County's court revenues for
the period of July 1, 1996 through June 30, 2001. That report was received on 3/21/03 and we
are providing this letter during the 15-day response period. Since the Superior Courts and the
County of San Bernardino are separate entities, we will respond to findings that pertain to the
County. The Superior Courts will respond to their findings in a separate letter.

We are addressing each audit finding as follows:

FINDING 1 — Underremitted minimum level of county base fines. (Fiscal year 1996-97)

Finding 1 repeats a finding from the previous audit. As was the case then, we disagree.
The Auditor/Controller-Recorder's Office has had a longstanding dispute over various audit
findings made by the State Controller regarding the disbursement of court fines, fees,
forfeitures and penalties. In 1997 the State Controller conducted an audit addressing fiscal
years 1993-94, 1994-95, and 1995-96. In that audit the State Controller asserted that the
County did not meet its maintenance-of-effort (MOE) levels for the base fines remitted during
this time period. The MOE for fiscal years 1993-94 through 1996-97 was established by those
base fines remitted in fiscal year 1992-93. Unfortunately, during fiscal year 1992-93 the County
made significant voluntary payments and adjustments that were inappropriately added into the
MOE calculations. The County's disbursements were done in good faith and based on an
interpretation of disbursement policies and procedures provided to the County by the State
Controller's office at the time.

The dispute over the previous audit’s finding was resolved through legislation that relieved the
County of any obligation to repay the state for disputed amounts for fiscal years 1993-94, 1994-
95 and 1995-96. San Bernardino County Board of Supervisors will again ask for legislation to
provide relief from the payment of various audit findings by validating the disbursement of court
fines, fees, forfeitures and penalties by the County of San Bernardino for the 1996-97 fiscal
year. The law was changed for later fiscal years so this problem does not arise for fiscal years
after FY 1996-97.



Jerry McClain, Chief Special Audits Bureau
April 3, 2003
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FINDING 2 — Overremitted 50% excess of qualified fines, fees and penalties.

We cannot agree or disagree with this finding. The 50% calculation is a combination of
distributions from the County's Central Collections department and the Superior Court. Amounts
in this finding are summarized, and some detail amounts refer to current audit findings that deal
with the Superior Courts, which is a separate entity. We cannot respond to amounts that differ
due to the Courts distribution. We concur with the amounts differed due to findings 3 and 4. We
cannot agree or disagree with amounts that differ due to findings 6-8, as they refer to Superior
Court's distribution. The Courts will respond to their findings in a separate letter.

Since amounts in this finding depend on the responses to current findings, finding 2 should be
recalculated after all findings have been resolved.

We dispute the amount of $17,756 underremitted in which the Central Collections department
was correcting prior year's distributions. Due to the implementation of AB233, Central
Collections corrected amounts that were not distributed correctly in fiscal years 1996-97 and
1997-98. The amounts resulted in decreasing the net amount deposited in funds used for the
50% calculation to the state in fiscal year 1998-99. We believe in total the distribution was
correct, therefore, the County does not owe this amount to the state. See documentation
attached.

FINDING 3 - Underremitted fines and penalties.

We agree with this finding. Our Central Collections Department has been working with
the State Auditor to develop a schedule to use to distribute minor fee variances. We plan to
implement the schedule once the State Auditor approves it.

FINDING 4 - Inequitably distributed collection program operating costs.

We concur and are working to resolve the situation.

FINDING 5 - Proof of insurance fees distributions not properly supported.

We concur. During the audit period, the Central Collections Department has had very
few of these cases. Central Collections distributed receipts per the bail book based on the
judge's order. In recent years, Central Collections has not noticed any cases relative to this
finding. For future cases, we will attempt to get the proper identification.

FINDING 6 — Underremitted fines and penalties.

The County of San Bernardino and the Courts are separate entities. The courts are
responsible for their distribution system and will respond to this finding.

FINDING 7 — Incorrectly distributed traffic violator school fees.

The County of San Bernardino and the Courts are separate entities. The courts are responsible
for their distribution system and will respond to this finding.



Jerry McClain, Chief Special Audits Bureau

April 3, 2003

Page 3

FINDING 8 — Underremitted bail bond forfeitures.

The County of San Bernardino and the Courts are separate entities. The courts are responsible
for their distribution system and will respond to this finding.

FINDING 9 — Incorrectly reported small claims filing fees.

The County of San Bernardino and the Courts are separate entities. The courts are responsible
for their distribution system and will respond to this finding.

If you have any questions, please contact Kathleen Kirkhofer at (909) 386-8877.

Sincerely,

HOWARD M. OCHI, CPA
Chief Deputy Auditor

Attachment
cc: ROCKY CLINE, Central Collections
TRESSA KENTNER, Superior Court

HMO:KCK:MNR:dlp
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County of San Bernardina e
CENTRAL COLLECTIONS .
Tine Iistribution - CORRECT ION

APRIL - OCTOBER 1997

! APRIL 97 APRIL §7 MAY 1997 AY 1997 JULY 97

AUGUST 87 AUGUST 97 SEFT Y/ SLET 97
FASILITY Differance Diffecance Difference Diffezance Difference Ciflezence Diffesence Differunce Diffarance
~aDE EUND LEPT QRG QBJECT GRC/PRAY. LDESCRIPTION Sebi Credit Debit Credit Lebit Credit Debit Cradit Dabit Cradit
AAA TCcC (PAC L1401 Cantzal Cellections-Undlstributed 251 o.o0 12,759,54) (3,196.25) [ 4,280, 9¢ e.o0 2,619,297 1,71y.87
AN TCC PAC 2435 Central Collections-Undistributed 251 Q.08 0,00 e.co Q.00 Q.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
XRA  ACT ACT 9990 PRBO0ICI  Just. & Munl Court-Court Aute. Systems 21 gr 0.00 11,772.2%) (3,120.72) 0.00 2,887.07 1,702.8) 2,498,232
XLG  ACT (006D #9390 PRBOOCO2 Penalty Ass,-State Gen. Fund 758 Undist. 0,00 (B,B20.24) 0.00 (11,939.47) . v.o0 13,8445 0,206,328 11,137.28
XLG ACT 0061 9990 PRBOCCO? Penalty Ass,-State Gen. Fund civy 50n 0.00 (4, 169.15) 0.08 (2,572.96) 7,360,386 4,205,40 6,68.43
29ES XRE ACT ACT 9590 Just. & Muni Court-A3B238% Fallure to Appear c.co (48, 386) 1177.96) 77,81 29.05 16,05
RAEP XRL ACT AcCT 9590 PRBOY9IO Just. & Huni Court-58920 Alcohol Abuse Ed. A c.o0 (2,088,70} 0.00 (1.67¢.77) 3,519.33 2,086,16 3,204,852
RAP SAF cTe cTC a4 Adainistrative Assessmant for Prior Vviolation 0.00 (30.82) 0.00 {21.2¢)
ADMIK/ INST MM TCC PAC 9180 Central Collectlons-Admin/inat 0.00 (5,580.39) 0.o00 18,717,104
AFF NNO  SHR  SHR 9990 PRBOOCAD  Aute. Fingerprint 12 System-Llocal-AfF 0,00 (1,331.16) 0.00 (1,723.20)
BALT XRI ACT ACT 9990 FRBCSSS Jusl., & Muni Court-Bleod Alcohol Test Fund 8 0.00 12,33c.02) 0.o00 11,6818.22) I,294.83
CALP XRJ ACT ACT 2990 PRBOS9IC Just. & Muni Coutt-County Alcochol Fund CALP 0.00 12,130.82) 0.00 1, +22) 2,29%.99 2,497.10
cacy 51K ACR ACR 84S Criminal Justice Temp. Const, Probation CJCF o.ce (6,570,61) Q.00 503.02) 10,415.862 6,125.40 9,08%.17
CLFA XRX ACT ACT 9990 PPBOSYID  Just, & Munl Court-Crimninalistics Lab, Fund e.00 (772.26) Q.00 11,080.72) 1,006.87 572,87 T60.71
DAEP KRH  ACT  ACT 9990 PRECIII0 'School Coma. Prim ry Prevention Prog. Fund D Q.00 (56.22) o.o0 (103,41) 136,95 47,58 109,22
SoMC WAE scc sce 9990 Trial Coucts DOW/CO g.00 (Z16.12) 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
DOM/ETCA XSH  ACT ACT 9990 1?7 DOM/STCA a.00 139,52 0.00 e.co b.oo o.co 0.00
XRH ACT ACT 9990 Just. § Munl Court-Coer. Medical Svc, EMF Q.00 (5,305, 64} 0.00 16,889.84) 8,3181.02 (PR 2 R ] (A1 7.250.51
AAN PRB mm.w 9800 Electronic Monitoring Probation Application F .00 {129.50) o.00 0.00 .60 0.00 0.00
ARA FRB TRB §290 Elactronic Monitoring Probation Daily Fee 9.90 (6,11%.00) [N 0,00 0.cQ %00 0,00
AAA  TGC PAC 9290 Elactronic Honitoring Central Collections App 0.00 1280.00) 0,00 0.00 0.00 ¢.00 0.00
AMN TCC EAC 9290 Electronic Honitoring Central Coll. Collectio 0,080 oo Q.00 e.%0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
AAA - SHR {770 9970 97099700 Electronic Monitoring Sheriff Application Fea 0.00 1200.00} 0.00 Q.00 0.00 8.00 0.04
AAA TCC rn 9610 Central Collecticna-fe 0.00 (3,278.11) 0.60 14,158, 54) .00 2.00 Q.60
NKG  ACR  ACR 9990 F &G ~state 600 (6.64) 0.00 (50.47) 0.00 Q.00 .00 [P¥1]
5BV CAD cAD 8435 Fish and Gaze Propagation== F & G county 1 0.00 ({9 1F] 0,00 150.47) 0.00 0.00 0.00 ao“n
NKS ACR  ACR 2590 Shegiff-Nacrcotics-HSsT 0,00 (356.54) 0.00 1645.71) a.00 0.00 0.00 212.0¢
XRX ACT ACT 9990 Just. & Huni Court-fin. Aespon, County TIMS 0.00 110,60} 0.00 o4 o.00 0.o00 5.20
XRV ACT ACT 9950 Just. & Huni Court-Financial Respon. DHV IKV 0.00 {2.15) 0.00 (1.11} p.co 0.00 1.94
XRW ACT ACT 9990 Just. & Muni Court-Fin. Respon. State General e.oe (10.67) e.00 110.56) 0.00 0.00 6.22
L N P N Y itga HA (18z.07) 9,00 (783,47 0.00 . 0.00 0.00 192,56
SAF =14 cIc aLeo Teial Court Fund-Financial Admin.-NC 112,51 0.00 1127, 0.00 196,48 o.ce t.oo 15,15
XLA ACT ACT 9990 PRBOISD State Penalty Ass.-General SPA [ 157,00} 0.00 12,81 b.oo A94,27 0.00 20,4460t 9.00 36,200,132
XLC ACT ACT 9990 PRBOS990 State Pen. Ass.-Traumatic Brain Injury TBF 0.00 {0.60) o.o0 (3.51) e.00 .40 0.00 1.27 0.00 0.06
SCJ  ACR  ACR 8433 Courthouse Temp. Constr.-General TCCP 0.00 (5,313,00) 0.00 {16,530.37) 0,00 3,192,198 0.00 4,910,862 000 1.101.72
KRY  ACT  ACT 9990 PRBO0OOZ Just. ¢ Muni Court-Victim Indemnlty VIF .00 (1,295.24) 0.00 13,959.81) 0,00 1,887,52 0.00 1,085,510 2.00 LS
Xz ACT ACT 9990 Victim Indemity-Restitution VRF & VRF {st) Q.00 12,2203 0.00 13,452.23 e.oo 2,616.59 0.00 13020 0.20 1,400,802
XRZ ACT ACT 9950 Victim Indeaity-Restitution VRF & VRF [£14] 0,00 {12,007,68) 0.00 130,062.37) e.o0 23,%11.17 [ ] W, 867,00 [T 21,021.39

XRO XRO  ACT  ACT 9990 Serious Kabitual Offender Program KRO g.00 0.20 0.00 (5.86) 0.00 0,900 0.00 0.00 (81 . 0%
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County of San Barnardino

CENTRAL COLLICTIONS

Tine Jistribution - CORRECTICH
AFRIL ~ OCTOBER 1997

Page 5ol g

Y OCTOBER 37 OCTCBER 97 CORRECTION CORRECTION
FACILITY 4 Difterence Difference Tetal Tatal
CODRE _.\n\ EXD DEPT  QRG QSJECT GRC/PROI, DRESCPIRTION Dable Credit Debit Credit
AAA TCC ' PAC 800 Central Collecticns-Undistributed 254 0.s0 33.37) 0.00 4,654,092
AAX TCC Pac Bels Central Collections-Undistributed 251 g.e0 a.00 Q.00 o.na. A
Xnt.xmb ACT ACT 955¢ PRBOQOOL Just, & Muni Court-Court Auto. Systems 2V gr 0.00 (24.085}) 0.00 2,1%0,230 .T.
oA _.m_h ACT 0060 9390 FABOOCOZ Penalty Ass.-State Gen. Fund 751 Undist. 6.00 (101,379 0.00 :..:.«um.r [ad <
cor =TS XLG KCT - 0061 §3790 PRBO000Z TFenalty Ass.-State Gen, Fund ecity 501 0.00 0.00 1,012,574 qmm. o

2983 XRE ACT . ACT 9990 Just. & Hunl Court-AB2989 Fallure to Appear 0.00 0.00 22.99) ! 3
AAEP N, ] .lx.rr ACT ACT 9990 FPRBOIISO  Just, & Muni Court-5B920 Alcohol Abuse Ed, A 0.00 .00 5, 016,00
RAP _ v="' TsaF cIc Loy (=} [TRT] Adainistrative Assesament for Prior Vielation 0.00 0.12) o.e0 B2 )
ADHIK/INST AAA TCC PAC §3e0 Central Collections-Adain/inat o.00 tide.00) .00 134,427,40)
AFF HHNO SKER SHR 9930 PRBOOOOQ Aute. Fingerprint ID System-Local-AFF 2.00 (118.19) 0.00 2,082,278
BALT KRI  ACT ' ACT #3950 PRBOIISO  Just, ¢ Muni Court-Blood Alcohol Tast Fund B 0.00 115,89} 0,80 5,430,146
CALP XRJ ACT ACT 9930 PRBOFINO  Just, & Huni Court=County Alcohol Fund CALP Q.00 (3%.20) 0,00 5,611.27
cacF S5YK  ACR | ACR [IEH Crizinal Justice Temp. Const. Prebation CJCF Q.00 feran 0.00 10,167.7)
CLFA XRX ACT m..q_. 9599 wvha:ue. Just. 4 Munl Court~Criminalistics Lab. Fund 0.00 [} 11} .00 189,76
DAEP XAM ACT ACT 9990 PRBOSIFO  School Comm. Primsry Preventlon Prog. Fund D 0.00 re.1e) a.00 113,82
Do/ CO WAE  sce sce 990 Trial Courts DOM/CO 0.00 ¢.00 0,00 12i6.40)
DOM/STCA XSH  ACT | ACT 9990 T DOW/STCA 0.00 (0.00) 0.40 (439.52)
EMF XRN ACT  1ACT 9950 Just. & Munl Court-Emer, Medical Svc, BMF 9.00 172.25) 0.00 8,135.53
EMFAY AEA PR3 !PRB 9800 Electronic Monitoring Probation Application F 0.00 [N 1] 0. Td TI20T06T
swpR2 AMA PRE PRB 5290 Elactronic Monitoring Probation Daily F. 0.00 0.00 8,00 16,115.00)
EMccy AAA TCC  PAC 9290 Elactronic Monitorlng Central Collections App 0.0¢ .00 0.00 1280.00) J_an. OzU‘V
EHCC2 AAA  TCC T;n 5250 Flectronic Konitoring Central Coll. Collactle 6.00 0.00 0,00 0.00 N. _s
EMSK AN SHR | 970 9971 9709970W Electronic Honitering Sheriff Xpplication Fae 0,00 Q,00 Q.00 1200.00)
FLD TRET I [Rae 9610 Cantral Collections-fes 7,00 125,70 .00 [ERTTALT
FiG ¥KG  ACR  IACR 9990 T 4G -state ¥ 0.00 (0.01) .00 (41,28)
F4G sBv CAQ  CAD LIDE] Fish and Game Propsgation== F 4 G county 1 g.00 (e.o1) 0.00 .29
H55T NK3 ACR  ACR 9990 PROCOOO) Sheriff-Narcotica-v¥sst 2.2 10.%1) Q.00 12¢9.82)
IHs XRX ACT ACT 9950 Just. & Huni Court-Fin. Respen. County IMS 0.00 19,00) 0.00 18.05)
v XRY ACT ACT 9990 Just. & Munl Court-Financial RNespon. DMV  1HV e.00 (e.00) 0.00 Han
ans XR¥  ACT  ACT 9950 Just. & Munl Court-Fin. Respon, State Genecal 0.00 (0.00) 0.00 (7.08)
FA ARA HAR HAR LIX] ] Karshall 251 undlat MA funds 9.00 [0.35) 0.90 1387.29)
W 1AW saF cre ore LLLL) Teial Court Fund-Financial Admin.-NC a.00 (1.97) 0.00 205,27
SPA Oc. XLA ACT ACT 9590 PRBOSIID State Penalty Ass.-Ganeral SPA 0.00 (35%.69) o.o00 1),8958.22
TaF XLC  ACT ACT 9990 PABCYIIID State Pen. Asy.-Trausatic Brain Injury TBF 0.00 {e.on) o.00 0.41
TCCF sCd ACR  ACR 8418 Courthouses Temp. Constr,-General TCCF 0.00 17.94) 0,00 (1,703.59)
VIF XRY ACT  ACT 9990 PREO00DZ Just. & Muni Court-Victim Indeanity VIF 0.00 €22.73) 0.00 1822.42)
VRF XRZ  ACT  ACT 9990 Victim Indeaity-Restitution VRF & VRT [st) 2,00 12.21) 0.00 1327.56)

XRZ ACT  ACT 9%%0 Victim Indemity-Restitution VRAF ¢ VRF ([st) Q.00 (242.54) 0.00 17,400.00

XRO ACT ACT 29%0 Serious Habitual 0ffenisc Program XAQ 0.00 Q.00 0.00 12,19

amls A dor Pa

\va vt ﬂS.T.
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County of San Zarnardino
CENTRAL COLLECTIONS

Fine Distribution P~ -
July 1998 .
, TOTAL TQ TOTAL TO
FACILITY BE TRANSFERRED | BE TRANSFERRED
CODE EUND  DEPT ORG QBJECT GRC/PROJ, DESCRIPTION DEBIT CREDIT
ARA  TCC  PAC £400 Central Collections-Undistributed 25% 0.00 (9,132,561) -
RAR TCC PAC 8435 Central Collections-Undistributed 25% (PC 1463.001) 0.00 0.00
XGH ACT ACT 9590 State Trial Court Imp. Fund- Auto. Systems 2% grand total . 0.00 (7,761.67)
ARR TRC P103 8435 centcoll Penalty Ass.-County 75% Undist. {PC 1463.001) 0.00 Co.mmm.m:/ ﬂ}o«:_u;”&
ARA TRC P135 8435 centcoll Penalty Ass.-County portion city 50% (PC 1463.001) 0.00 4,832,851 . Ouw..mrww.G -
2989 * XRE ACT ' ACT 9990 Just. & Muni Court-AB2989 Failure to Appear AB 2989 0.00 (234.09)
AREP XRL ACT ACT 9990 PRB09S90  Just. & Muni Court-SB920 Alcohol Abuse Ed. AREP 0.00 (7,048.61)
ARP i AAA TRC TRC 8438 Administrative Assessment for Prior Violation-AAP 0.00 (778.34)
ADMIN/INST ARA TCC PAC 9380 Central Collections-Admin/inst 0.00 (43,200.60) ~ .72 RBL
ADS AAR PHT, 1500 8415 Aids Education Program - ADS Public Health 0.00 {145.5%)
AFF " NNO  SHR SHR 9990 PRBOO000  Auto. Fingerprint Ip System-Local-AFF 0.00 (4,865, 06)
BALT XRI ACT ACT 9990 PRB0OS9%0 Just. & Muni Court-Blood Alcohol Test Fund BALT : 0.00 (7,525.74)
CALP XRJ ACT ACT 5350 PRB09390  Just. & Muni Court-County Alcochol Fund CALP Q.00 (7,527.94)
CJCF SYK ACR ACR 8435 Criminal Justice Temp. Const. Probation -CJCF 0.00 (24,115.84) L
CLFA XRK ACT ACT 9990 PRB0S9S%0  Just. & Muni Court-Criminalistics Lab. Fund CLFA - 0.00 (3,790.88) 7
DAEP XRM ACT act ¢ 9890 PRB09330 School Comm. Primary Prevention Prog. Fund DAEP 0.00 (68.47)
DOM/CO WAE.  SCC scc 9980 Trial Courts DOM/CO . 0.00 (1,449.13)
DOM/STCA XSH ACT ACT 2390 ?? DOM/STCA ) 0.00 (2,955.06)
EMF XRN ACT ACT 9990 Just. & Muni Court-Emer. Medical Sve. EMF 0.00 (19,445.40)
"EMPR1 AAR ° PRB " PRB 9800 s Electronic Monitoring Probation Application Fee o 0.00 (900.00)
EMPR2 - RRA PRB PRB 9290 L Electronic Monitoring Probation Daily Fee 0.00 (47,433.00)
EMCC1 " AAR TCC PAC 9290 .....m.. Electronic Monitoring Central Cellections Application Fee 0.00 (2,100.00 D.W:v
EMCC2 AAR TCC PAC 9290 Electronic Menitoring Central Coll. Collections Fee 0.00 0.00 Wy
EMSH ARD, SHR $70 §970 9709%70W Electronic Monitoring Sheriff Application Fee ] .00 (1,500.00), \
FDS AAR TCC FAC 9610 Central Collections Fee for RAids Education Program - FDS 0.00 (80.95)

FEE / FFV AAA TCC . PAC 9610 Central Collections-fee / FFV o oo o e
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County of San Bacnardlne
CONTIMAL COLLECTIONS
Tine Distribution

July 1598
Gaand vt o
FACILITY ' TOTAL Totsl Total 4 .
LOoDE FUND DEPT QRG QAJECT GRC/PAQI. DESCRINTION . ol d. Grand Tot  commentd i
AMA e A Bo0 Cantral Collectlons-Ondlatcibutad 234 0.00 e
AAA TCC PAC LERE) Cantral Collections-Undistributad 254 (PC 14€3.003) . Q.00 .
XGH ACT ACT 1930 dtate Trial Court lap, Fund- Aut Systems I\ grand totaslf .- 0.00 .. —— T3, 775.07
AMA TR rLos 1433 cantcoll  Penalty Ass.-County T3V Dadlat. (PG 141,001} o 0.00 s T
AAA TRC PL3S 8433 centcell  Penalty Ass.—County pottlon  clty 500 ({PC 1463,001) . ¢.00 —— =101
FLIT) XRE  ACT ACT Jusk, & Munl Court=AS1993 Failure to Appasr AR 2319 203,07 [+ 103,01 - BToT
AER AT ACT PRBOII0  Just, & Munl Court=38320 Alcohol Abwas Ed. AACP 16, 254,64 |2 16,254, 64 —— 16, 254,64
AP TRC TRC Administrative Asseasment for Prior Violatlon=AAP 1, 184,00 |*e 1,184,320 . 21,69 1 160.61
AR IN/INST e 2N Centzal Collactlons=Admln/inst 28,773.20 |+ 10,773.10 .. 113,270
ADS mL 1500 9415 Alds Educatlion Program = ADS  Public Wealth 199,62 |** 193,62 .. 195.6)
AFF SHR SKR 9990 PRBOOCOO  Auto, Flngerprint ID System=Local=Arr 9,327,404 |+ 9,317,414 190,5% [RTN1)
BALT ACT ACT 9990 FRBOP990 Just, & Hunl Court-Bleod Alcohol Test Puad DALT 17,771.03 |+ 17,712.08 355,44 17,418, 61
CALP ACT Act 8390 PRBOPIIO  Just, & Hunl Couzt-County Alcohol Tund CALP 17,772.03 ¢ 17,712,038 .. 355,44 17 116,61
cocr ACR ACR "33 y Criminal Justice Temp. Conast. Probatloa CJCP 47,427,327 | 7,410 .
LEA ACT ACT 3930 FABCYI0  Just, & Munl Court=Crlminalistlcas Lab. Fund CLFA 5, 470,41 [+ 1,870.41 153, 285,01 |*»
DAER ACT ACT 9% FPREOITIO0 3chool Cowm. Primary Prsveation Prog. Fund DALP 272.01 |+ 112,01 ..
DoH/CO 3¢e . scc 90 Trlal Courts DCH/CO 1,232.6% {** 1,232,63 3we code CO L]
DOM/STCA ACT | ACT 1950 11 DOM/STCA 1,515,554 [+ 2,815,584 b
mr AT ACT 1930 Judt. & Munl Court-Dmer, Medical Jve, DMT 39,098.24 |- oL
THERL TR RS 000 Electronic Monltoring Probation Appllicatlen Fa T80.00 oo
iR ™" e 9230 Elsctsonic Wonltoring Probation Dafly lee 41,310.00 e
E-L Y TCC . PAC $1%0 Elsctionlc Monitoring Central Collsctlons Appllication Fee 1,820.00 g4 1,920,008 .. - 1.820,00
LHCCT e PAC LE L] Elewctronle Honltoring Centrasl Coll. Collections Tea . 0.00 (2 - 0,00
BHSH SHR 370 9510 9703970M  Elactronic Monltoring Shaslff Applicatlon Fes 1,300,00 =+ 1,300,00 . - 1,100,00
ros TCC ™o 610 Central Collections Fes for Alds Educatlon Program < FODS 90,95 | ¥, 9% . . 80,33
FEN / TEV Tee FAC 410 Cantrel Collections-fes / FEV 22,955,596 [ 12,555.56 166,574,16 [*¢ 21,455.56
FiG ACR ACR 1950 F &G -stata ¥ .92 | 40,97 7.4
Fic cAo CAD 2415 FLsh and Gams Propagatlon== F & G county . 0.00
HSST / KsT ACR ACR 9990 FRO0000F  Sheriff-MWarcotica=NSST / HSF 2,006,15 | 2,016.1% .
IHS ACT ACT 2930 Just. & Hual Ceurt-rin. Raspon, County INMS 04T | e
v ACT AcT 330 Just. & HWunl Court-Flnancisl Respon. DMV InV 11.07 [*= L N
1s5c ACT ACT 190 Just, & Wunl Court<Fln. Respon, Jtate General ISC 19.5) |**
HA MAR HAR LETL) Marshall 254 undlst WA funds (089.9) (oo L
HC TAL ™o (XL 1] Trial Court Tund-Flranclel Admin,-wC 374,235 |- 4
IrA / PAF ACT ALt #9350 PADDIFI0  State Cenalty Ass.-Genetal IPA / PAF (PC L464)  3tate’s ff 109,322,601 [** 199,572,61 .
TAC ros 0433 cantcoll  State Ponslty Ass,-Gen L SPA / PAF (PC Li84] County's .t g.00 -
SWP ACT ACT 1990 Secret Mitnass Program - WP 0,08 [** Q.00 .
TaF AcT AT 9990 PRBOYINO  State Pen, Ass.-Traumstic Braln Injury TOF .11 | 2.11 .
TCoT ACK ACR 0438 Courthouss Temp. Conatz.-Genaral TCCF 0,151,058 | 8, 101.0% Lhd
Ve XRY ACT ACT 9990 FPREAOOOZ Just, & Muni Court-Victim Indemnicy VIF €, 949,32 |** §,%49,02 (L4 138,99 6, 010,7)
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County of Jan Bernardinge ntral Collactions-Accounting Division

CENTRAL COLLICTIONS - Cost Offset 1441.007 and
Fine Bistrlbution . Clty Collectlon Fes of 104
July 1998 .
N CREUT
. N Tokal Cant. Coll,
FACILITY iy 11 Agancles Ant. to 101 fea e, of
copg IUHD DEPT QARG QRJECT GAC/PROY, RESCRIPTION 2jiaburiement ‘Mo = R Iz Offyer Loil Of(1er _2fClefes Only Trfifaireat
. |
AMA T™we PAC o0 Centzal Collectlions=Ondistributed 23V - 529.71 1 18,329, 11 1. 13,1143
AAN TCC PAC "y Contral Colleetions=Undlatributed 234 (PC 1463,001) * Incl. in BtOO 1 Incl, in 0400 e.o0 e.00
XGH ACT ACT 2990 Stats Trisl Court Imp. Fund= Auto. Systems 2% grand total ¢ 13,373.03 1 11,375.02 3,423,178 [T
AN ™o rios $433 centeell  Panalty Ass,=Couaty 7%V Ondlst, (PC 1463.001) . 50,500.87 1 80,500,382 14,992.42 43,3050
AN T™e P15 1133 contcoll  Penslty Ass.=County portlon eity 500 (PC Bigd.00 . Q.00 1 0.00 0.00 .00
2909 XRE ACT ACT 930 Juat. & Hunl Court-ABI3NY Fallute to Appaar AB 2919 . 203,07 i w07 51,97 1L.10
AAEr XRL ACT Act 9990 PABOSIIC  Just. § Munl Court-5D920 Alcohol Abusa Id. AACP . 16, 284,64 1 16,234, 64 4, 160,01 12,0861
Arp AAA TG TRE LIRT) Administrative A ment for Prlor Vielatien-ar * 1,160.61 1 1,160,61 291,01 LLVN 1)
ADHIN/INST AAA TCC PAC 1300 Cantral Collectliens-Admin/lnst * 20,771.20 o 0.00 0,00 m.e
ADS ArA KL 1580 3415 Alds Cducation Progcém = ADS Public Health 195,86 1 19543 80.07 113,38
AFT NHD SHR SHR 5990 FPRBOODCO  Aute. Fingerprint 1B Systam-Lacal-AFr . 9,609 1 9,116.09 2,309,510 6.1,11
BALT XAI ACT ACT 9390 FAROYSR0  Just. & Wunl Court-3leod Alcohol Test lund BALT - 17,416, 61 1 17,416, 61 L, 457,41 12,119.20
CALP XRY ACT ACT 9990 PRBOIINO  Just. 4 Monk Court-Ceunty Alcohol Fund CALP . 17,416,861 H 17, 416,41 457,41 12, 00.20
cJer YK ACR ACR [ EF) Criminal Justlce Tamp. Const, Probatien cJCT . a6.470.02 i 11,095,238 4, 0,87
CLFA XK ACT ACT 9990 PRIOII0  Just, § Hunl Court-Crimipalisties Lab. Pund  CLFA . 5,743,00 1 1,472, 4,290 64
DALP xR At ACT 9990 PABOSIN0  School Coswm, Primsry Prevention Prog. Fund CACP . 7110 1 9,02 2013y
oaH/co WAL sCC scC 2390 Telal Courta DCM/CO . 1,232.45 ] 0.0 1,22,49
DO/ STCA XSH ACT AcT 2950 11 DOH/STCA . 2,313.34 ° 0,00 2,505,414
BMr XRR Act ACT 9590 Just. & Munl Court~Lmar. Medical Sve. DiF . 37,336.37 1 37,236,371 9,558, 41 27,70.9)
el AN s PR3 9800 Llectronle Manitorlng frobatlen Applicaticn Fes - 780,00 Q e.00 0.00 119,00 |
DHPR] fyvy " FRE 290 ' iectronle Monitoring Prebatlon Bally Tee . 41,310.00 L] Q9,00 ¢.00 41, 18,00 v
ect M TCC PAC 9290 Clectronlc Honitoring Central Collactions Application Fes + 1,810.00 [ 0,00 Q.00 1,020.00 |
BCCl AN T<e FAC 12%0 Elactronlc Monaltering Central Coll, Collections Tes - e.o00 [ Q.90 0,00 0.00 |
2esm AAN LELY 10 997C 970%970M  Electronic Monltering Sherlff Applicatien Fas . 1,300.00 L 0.00 0.90 1,3%.00 |
ros A TCC PAC %10 Central Collactions fes for Alds Iducation Frogram = D3 1035 [] 0.00 0,00 10,98 |
reg /v A TCC PAC 210 Cantral Collectlona<fes / FIV . 2,558%.5¢ Q 0,00 o.00 12,313.%¢ |
ric HRG ACKR ACR 90 rec tate 4 - 3. 1 7.n i
FiG sav CAD caQ "Iz Tlan and Game Propagation== T § G county . 1.9 1 2.7 17,84
K53T / MsT HK3 ACR ACR 2930 PROOTO0] Sherifi-Narcotlca-HSST / NST - 1,95, 1) 1 LS.y L6, 16
Ins XRX ACT ACT M0 Just., § Hual Court=Fin, Respon. County IMS . 7. 1 17.90 10.7¢ -
MV ARV AcT ACT 2390 Just. & Huni Court=Finsnclal Respon, DHV IHV . 10.13 1 10,08
TacC XM AcT ACT Juat, & Muni Court-Tin. Respon. State Genaral 1I3C . . 1 W
HA FENY HAR HAR (X171 Hagahall 234 wndlst KA funds . "1 1 1713
NC AAA TAC TG Trlal Court Tund-Finsnclal Adnin.=NC . 374,38 1 §74,2% 0r, e
SPA / PAT HLA ACT ACT 9290 FRBOISIC  State Penalty Ass.=Ganaral 3PA / PAF {IC L464] State's p* 130,012,451 1 110,012.51 1119 246,10, 60
AMA TRE [£1-19 #4313 cantcoll  State Penslty Ass.=Genezal 3PA / PAT (IC l464] County's * 33, 710.6% 1 55, 719.45 14,260,2% 44,4940
SWrP XLD ACT ACT 2990 Swcret Wltne Frogram = SWP . .08 1 0.00 0.a1 0.06
Ter 3% ACT ACT $5%0 PRBOPIIO  Stete Pen, Ass.-Traumatle Brain Injury TAF - 1 .07 6.9 (1]
TCCF scd ACR ACR 35 Courthouses Temp, Conatr,=Genaral TCCr . 1 37, 308.00 356800 17, 0,95
VIF XRY ACT |, ACT 9990 PABQ000Z  Just. & Muni Cowrt-Vietim Indemnity VIF . 1 §,010.3) 1,74¢2.9 5,061.30




Tanm 158 . TINL CORPLCTION.XCM
Ce 8731758 Ty §/TI73%
—— r———

ounty of Jan Burmacdine
CIHTRAL COLLEICTIONS
= Fine Distributien - CORRECTION -

County of 3an Barnardine
CINTRAL COLLICTIONS .

Tine Distribution B
July 1598 o APRIL - OCTOMER 1997
Amount Act, Corraction . CORRECTIOM | (GRALCTIGH
FACILITY ’ Tranaferred or At to Tef. - Frinsfar - S A teray Total TACILITY
cong EXD  DEFT QMG QLTECT GAC/PROT, Laory — DebiffiCregir) Debit Dabic Credit Loun
D3 Naxt Sectien for
A TCC A Cancral Collections-Undistributed 254 Preparing transfer. {13,787.43) {13,787 .40y 0,00 1,634,092
AMA O TCC PAC Central Collections-Und{stributed 25%  (PC 14§31.001) ‘ .00 0.00 0.00 0.0
XGR ACT ACT State Trlsl Court Imp. Fund- Auto. Systems It grand total (9, 881.50) (3,931, 58) Q.00 2,1%0,30
AAA TAC rLOS canteall Penalty Ass.~County 750 Ondlat, (PC 1463.001) (43,584.10) (43,3081 = 0.00 17,921.37
AAA e 138 casteell Panalty Ass.=County portien eity 508  (PC 1463.001) 0.00 0.0Q 0,00 4, 837,51
1989 Xpr ACT ACT Just. & Wuni Courc~AB298% Failure to Appear A3 2389 151,100 13110y 0.00 (02.99) 230y
AALPF XML ACT AcT PRI0HIIO  Just. & Muni Couxt-3B920 Alcohol Abuse Ld. AALE 112,094,681} 112, 094.51) 0.00 3,046,00 AALP
AP LEFY TRE TRC Administrative Assessmant for Frier Violatlon-AAP (163,50) (%63, 34), - 0.00 15,24 AAP
ADMIN/INST AL TCC RAC Central Collections~Admin/inst 120,773.20) 120,773, 20} 0,00  (14,427.40] ADRIN/INST
ADS LEEY PHL 1500 hids Lducation Frogram = ACS Public Health ° (145.56) {143.34) 0.00 8.00 Ap3
AFT 2 SHR SEN #B00000  Auto. Fingerprint ID Syst Local-Afr . (6, 947.31) (6,347.31) 0,00 2,082,216 AFC
BALT XRI ACT ACT PRI03990 Just, & Munl Court=Blood Alcohel Tast Fund BALT (12,959.20) (12,9%%.20) 0.00 5,433,406  BALT
cALP XRJ  ACT  ACT PADOIIN0  Just. & Munl Court=County Alcohol Tund CALP 112,953.20) 11, 939.20) 8.00 5,431.27 Carr
cIcr SYK ACR ACR Ceiminal Juatice Temp. Const. Pzobation CJCP (3¢,503,57) (34,503,57) 0.00 16,467,73  cJcr
CLFA XK ACT AcCT TRACI9I0  Just. & Hunl Court-Criminalistics Lab. Tund CLFA 4. 200.64) (4,210,649 0.00 499.76 CLIA
DALF X ACT ACT FRACP$SS  School Comm, Primary Preventioa Prog. Fund DALP (202.39) 0.00 (201.39) 0.00 133.37 DaLr
ba/co WAL SCC SCC Trial Courts DOM/CO 11,232,463 .00 (1,232.6%) .00 1216, 49} pa/co
PH/STCA XsM ACT  aer T bow/sTea (2,515,540 0.0 2,315,34) 0.00 1433.52) DOH/ITCA
oir bR ACT ACT Just. & Muni Court~Lmer. Hadlcal Sve, DNT (27,740.93) a.00 127,700, 93) 0.00 L235.33 Dar
DiPRL AN TRa (23] Llectzonic Monitoring Probatios Application Fea (710.00) 0,00 7180, 00) (120.00) V,:.HJ
Derag A o s Clactrenic Monitering Probation Dally Fes {41, 311.00) o.00 (41,314, 003 (6,113.00) £xraz ..m
ecl LSS TCC rAC + Llectronlc Monitoring Central Collections Application Tee (1,820,00) e.00 1.810.00) 1280,00) EHZCL _.uq—.nu
BHCCT BAA T PAC Llectronic Honitoring Cenatral Coll, Collections Fi . 0.00 0.00 0.00 9.00 DHCC Lh7
BMSH AAA SHR ite ¥70I5TOM  Llectronlc Honitociag Sheriff Applicetion Tee . {1,200.00) 0.00 (1,300.00; (200.00) DK ,.;lw .
o3 KA TCC PAC Cencsal Collections Fre for Alds Lducation Program - FDS 29351 0.00 (30, 93) ' 0.00 T3 pAr
Fee /orev A TEC RAC Cuntral Collections-fes / TFV 122,333.56) 0.00 (22,553.54) 01,462.79) Fig
FiG WKG  ACR  ACR T &G ~state § (1700 .00 (1,84 (41.29) Fic
FiG sav cao cAC Fish and Gaxa Propagatlon=-= f § G cotnty & (17.84) 0.00 11,04 (41,29) FiG
HSST / HST HKS ACR ACR FROO000)  Sheriff-Narcotica-H3ST / HST (1,470.16) 0.00 (1,410.16) (250.81) MisT .
s ACT ACT Juaz. & Uunl Sewrt-Fia, PFi-zra. Czuaty IMS (r0.7¢y S {10.77) {1,03) 1v9
MY xav ACT ket Just. & Huni Court-Finsnclal Respon, DMV 1MV .07} 0.00 (5.07) (1.17) IRV
Isc XRM  ACT  ACT Just. & Hual Courct-Fin, Respon. 3tite Ganezal ISC (21.%3) 0.00 121,53} (7.0%) 1:¢
iy MA Macshall 25§ undlat MA funds 141,341 0,00 (1134 ¢1.23 m
L A TRC TRC Trial Coutt Fund-Tinsncial Adain.-NC (427.36) 0.00 (127.34) 203,17 He
SPA / tAr XLA  ACT  ACT #3930 FRE0$950  Stacte Penalty Ass.-General SPA / PAF (2C 1464) State's P (36,728, 60} 0.00 (96,730, 60) 31,895.22 SPA
AxA TRE r203% #4933 centcoll  State Penalty Ass.-General SPA / PAT (PC 1464)  County's (41,459.40) Q.00 (€1, (59,40} a.00
sHE LD ACT ACT Secrat Witneas Frogram = SKP {0.04) 0.00 (0,06) 0.00 SKP
TBF LS ACT  ACT Ztate Pen, Aan,-Tr (1.541 0.00 (1.54) LoTer
Tcer SCJ ARG’ ASR 5418 Courthouss Temp. Conati.-General TCCF . (27,41%.95) 0.20 127,019 53) (1,163, 35) Teor
VIF XRY  ACT  ACT 9330 PABO000Z  Just. & Muni Court-victim Irdemnizy VIF 15, 067.38) 0.00 (5, 067.30) 21,421 VIF




County of San Barnardine
CENTRAL COLLLCTIONS
Fine Dlstributien

July 1998

FACILITY
cane

ADHIN/THST
AD3

Arr

BALT

CALP

cycr
CLrA

DAEP
oM/CO
BON/STCA
oir

PR
THPR2
eoL
ccz
osn

oy

e /) orrv
TG

riG

HSST / W3r
s

2

1s¢

FA

N

SEA / rar

Swr
T3F
CCF
r
rr
VRV

Xro

SHT/IN
TCe/ LG

[N RSPT 025 palecr Gac/erar,

1=
ARY
XREL
XRT
XRO

TCC
TCC
ACT
™
TAC
ACT

ACR
ACT
ACT
sce

TAS
ACT
ACT
ACR
ACT
ACT
ACT
ACT

TeC
TCC

PAC
TAC
ACT
PICS
ras

SHR

AT

FAC
20

oo
(X}
$3%0
438
8438
2130
39%0
s
1200
1S
1350
150
1990
[X3E)
1890
1950
1550
3330
1930
oo
1150
1290
1290
110

5610
1950
LEBE]
990
720
1350
1590
LX1Y ]
o
1950
s
1950
5950
#4635
#3150
5990
1950
130

cantzoll
cantcall

PRBOIS50

PA3QOO0Q
PABD9390
TRAOI990

PREDDS SO
PRBDSS50

J7099700

FROO0ODD)

PRBOI SISO
centcoll

BFA2SH00

EA300002

RESTAIeTIoN

Centzal Collectiona+Undistributed 254
Cantral Collections=Ondistributed 254 {PC 1463.001)

State Trlal Court Imp. Fund- AUtO. Systems 2% grand total
Tenslty Ass.-County 73% Dndist, {PC 1463, 001)

Penalty Asz.-County portion city 50% (s 1463.001)
dvat. & HMunl Court-AB29Es Tailure to Appear A1 2319

Just. & Hunl Court-58920 Alcohol Abuzs Ed.  AaLP
Adafniatrative Asiessment for Prlos Violation-aap

Carcral Collections=Adain/lnat

Mds Cducatlon Program - ADS  Public eslth

Aute, Flngerp:zint 1D System=Local-AfF

JUst. & Kunl Court-Blood Alcohol Test Tund  BALT

Just. & Muni Court-County AlzeNcl Puaq ar

Criminal Justice Temp. Conat. Probation CJCT

Just. & Hunl Court-Criminslistics Lab, Tund  CLFA

School Cosm. Primary Prevantion Prog. Fund DALP

Telal Courts Dow/co

7 DoM/sTeA

Just. & Hunl Court-Lmar. Medical Sve., DHr
Elactronie Honlteclng Probation Appllcacion Fy
Clactronlc Manitoring Probatian Pally Fe
Llactronlc Monttoring Cantral Collections Application Fen
Electronlc Henltoring Cantral Coll. Collectlions res
Electronic Monitorlng Sharlff Appllcation
Canizal Zollestions Fea for Alds Education Progcam = rog
Central Collections-fee / Frv

F &G -atate |

Flsh and Came Propagation-- r ¢ ¢ county &
Sherlff-Narcotica-KssT / Hsr

€. Taiaty
Just. & Huni Court-Finsncial Reapon, DMV IMv

Just, & Hunl Court-Fin. Respon. STats Senezsl 1sc
Harshall 251 undist A funds

Trlal Court Mund=Financial Admin.enc

State Panslty Ass.-Genezal SPA / AT (rc 1664} 3tate's p
Stats Penslty Ass.-Cemeral $PA / PAF 12C 1464) County's
Swcret Witness Program - sK?

Siite Pan. kg,
Courthouse Temp. Constr.=General TCCF
Juat, § Munl Court-victim Imdamnity wvir
Victim Incdemlty-Rastitution VRAF & VRF (st)
Victiam Indemity-Aastizusion VAP & VAP (s%)
Serlous Habitual Offender Progras XRo

Judgement Interast
wqal Services Fes

viGe 4} ol o3

TOTAL TO
BE TRANSFERAED

DEBIT

TOTAL 1O
BE TPANSFLRPED
[=2=18 4

¢.00
a.08
0.00
Q.00
0.08
.00
¢.00
Q.00
0.20
¢.o0
.00
0.00

(2,132,461}
Q.00
17,741.47)
130,465.51)
4.012.88
23e.0m)
(7,048.61)
€170.34)
2,200.60)
(1¢5.586)
14.565.06)
(7,535.14)
(7,527 04}
(2e, 115,84}
13.7%0.00)
(68,47}
(L,443.23)
13,985.06)
119, 44540}
(560.60)
T.413.00)
2,1¢0.00)
¢.00
(1,503,001
t40.95)
(30.010.25)
(59.13)
153.11)
{1.32e.5

{%.2q)
20,61}
(1.008.23)
f172.0m)
(6204330
(41.45%.40)
006
.13
129,523,543
(5, 069.80)
13,721.80)
l&4, 262,69}
(104,451
0.00
112,549.00)
11.204.04)




County of San Barnardine
CINTRAL COLLICTIONS
Fine Disctribution

July 1998
FACILITY
CO0E

KR/CH

HPrCL County of
HB/FO County af
KP/GT County cf
HP/KE County of
HP/HI Ceunty of
HR/LL County of
HP/HD County of
HE/HE County of
HPsON County of
KP/SC County =t
He/RE County af
HP/AT County of
HP/S3 County of
WP/UP County cf
HP/VE County of
HE/YU County of
LL Courty of
HO County of
KE County of
oN County af
RC County of
RE County of
AL County of
s3 County aof
sc/se Courty of
T of
ue ot
v of
(1) af

Forrat zevisiony cdatad 8/

Formas rev

San
San
San

San
San
San
San
san
San
San
San
San
Sin
San
San
san
San
San
San
San
San
San
San
San
San
San

rdine
Bernardine
Tarnazdine

3ernazdine

Sezrarding
Becnazding
Bdernarding
Becnacrdine
Parnarcine
Baznar
Barrazcine
3ernscding
Berracding
Bernarding
Sernarding
dernscdiro
Serns
B
bernarding
Becnarding
Bernarding
Bernardino

Bernazdine
Eerzardine
Batnazding
Barrardine
Betnarding
Bezaasding
e

Recnazd
Bernazding

‘Latons dated 2/3/58 dus zo changes Ln cistributlen, per A8 233,
8738 dus te cheages in ¢latzibution, Per »B 231, (Pat Cole B/13/30)

(Pat Cole 2/2/¢3;

Page 30 ct 41

- Grana wit e STATE TOTAL AHCURT NCT
TOTAL Total Total § “* AUTO. $¥s, 10 3 T0 8L
2 e, zand 1 = 28 LLET2INTE)  DISTATAVTID
. 213,43 v
.. 2.2 .-
.. 148,27 .-
* 15,1 .
5.1 |+~ e -
4,34 oo
3€6.2) [0 .o
663,17
53,4 B
62,54 (o .
e
..
3,659,682 v
.39 ..
0,00 e
1nLe o
1.100,02 = * ' '
100,60 .

0.00

T5, 631,46




County Of San Bernardino

FAS

REQUEST FOR TRANSFER

TCC

<12

DOCUMENT ID:

DORYR

TRANS |DEPT.

RT/LV NUMBER

Page 10F3

=ASON: FINE ASSESSMENTS - July 1998 Includes Corrections from April 97 - Cctober 97 _!d o concﬁm‘_m_wmwmrc e concw_%hm.wwwwwc
UND_| DEPT JORGANIZATION APPR OBJ/REV ACTVITY | GRCIPROJIJOB DESCRIPTION DEBIT AMOUNT CREDIT AMOUNT

\A TCC PAC 8400 07-6% 25% UNDISTRIBUTED $9,132.61
\A - TTCC PAC BAID U7-97 25% UNUISTRIBUTEY

3H __|ACT ACT 9990 07-98 2% GRAND TOTAL $7,761.67
\A TRC P105 8435 CENTCOLL 07-9R 75% UNDIST $25,833.02
AN — | TRE FT30 040D CENTLUULL O7-90 CTTY oU%o

*C ACT ACT 9990 07-98 AB 2989 $234.09
L ACT ACT 9990 PRB09990 07-98 AAEP-JUST & MUNICRT $7,048.61
aA TRC TRC 8438 07-98_AAP $778.34
AL TCC PAC ‘ 9380 07-98 ADMIN /INST $43,198.88
AA PHL 1500 9415 07-98 AIDS Educ - ADS $145.56
NO SHR SHR 9950 PRB0OO0OOC 07-98 AFF $4,865.06
RI ACT ACT 9980 PRB099S0 07-98 BALT $7,525.74
RJ ACT __IACT 9990 PRB099S0 07-98 CALP $7,527.94
YK ACR M>Om~ 8435 07-98 CJCF $24,115.84
RK ACT ACT 99390 PRB09990 07-98 CLFA $3,790.88
RM  |ACT ACT 9990 PRB09990 07-98 AAEP-DAEP $68.47
EPARTMENT: CENTRAL COLLECTIONS >c940m\002._,m0_.rmm,mmoonomm“

repared By g GINA BAILLARGEON . Phone No. 387-5884 Reviewed By Date / /
pproved By ; Date nw\ [ 1 mmw Date Entered / /

Patricia Cole, ACCOUNIINY wici ity




County Of San Bernardino

REQUEST FOR TRANSFER

FAS

RT

JV

TRANS

DOCUMENT ID:
TCC

DEPT.

RTHV NUMBER

Page

20F3

DEBIT COCUMENT TOTAL

CREDIT DOCUMENT TOTAL

!
]

'EASON: FINEASSZSSMENTS e

FUND DEPT |ORGANIZATION APPR OBJ/REV ACTIVITY | GRC/PROJIJCB DESCRIPTION DEBIT AMOUNT CREDIT AMOUNT “
VAE |SCC ScC 9950 07-98 DOM/CO $1,449.13 H_
SH ACT ACT 9990 07-08 DOM/STCA $2,955.06
‘RN ACT ACT 9990 07-98 EMF $10,445.40 |
AA TCC PAC 9610 07-98 FDS $80.95
AA TCC PAC 9610 07-08 FFV/FEE $30,018.35
JKG ACR ACR 9990 07-98 F&G - STATE % $59.13
3BV CAO CAO 8435 07-98 F& G- COUNTY % $59.13
JKS ACR ACR 9990 PRO0O0O0O3 07-98 HSF /HSST $1,728.98
XRX ACT ACT 9990 07-98 IMS $28.81
XRV ACT ACT 9990 07-98_IMV $9.24
XRW _JACT ACT 93990 07-28 1SC $28.61
AAA MAR MAR 8440 07-98 MARSHAL 25% UNDIS MA %1,089.23
AAA TRC TRC B480 07-98 NC $222.08
XKLA ACT  ACT 9990 PRB03S990 07-C8 SPA-Slale $62,843.38
AAA TRC P205 8435 cenicoll 07-98 PAF / SPA-County $41,459.40
XLD ACT  ACT 9990 07-98 SWP $0.06
XLC ACT m>04 9990 PRB09980 07-98 TBF $1.13
DEPARTMENT: CENTRAL COLLECTIONS AUDITOR/CONTROLLER-RECORDER:

. Phone No. 387-5884 Reviewed By Date / !

Prepared By ~\|FD_Z> AILLARGEON

Approv~

B e

Phtricia Cole, avcounting Manager

Date Q i

a9

Date Entered / !




San Bernardino County Court Revenues

Attachment B—
Court’s Response to
Draft Audit Report

Steve Westly « California State Controller



County Of San Bernardino RT |DOCUMENT ID:
. FAS JV |TCC
REQUEST FOR TRANSFER mans |oepT. RI1V MUMBER
Page 30F3
[ DEBIT DOCUMENT TOTAL CREDIT DOCUMENT TOTAL
ASON: FINE ASSESSMENTS N e ——
UND DEPT jORGANIZATION APPR OBJ/REV ACTIVITY | GRC/PROJIJOB DESCRIPTION DEBIT AMOUNT CREDIT AMOUNT
s lacr__|acr 8435 | 07-98_TCCF $29,523.54
Y ACT ACT 9990 PRB00002 07-98 VIE $5,889.80
Z ACT ACT 9990 07-98 VRF & VRF(ST) VRV $87,936.49
{0] ACT ACT 9990 07-98 SERIOUS HAB OFFENDER $104.85
A TCC PAC 8500 07-98 JMT/INT $12,749.80
A TCC 530 2445 07-98 TCC/LG $1,208.04
1. TCC PAC 8400 07-98 $94,787.89
5 TCC PAC 8405 07-98 $169.00
5L TCC PAC 8410 07-98 $5272.50
51, TCC I’AC 8435 07-98 $201,491.05
5L TCC PAC 8440 07-98 $29,676.20
5L TCC PAC 8480 07-98 $6,296.78,
5L TCC PAC 9300 07-98 $5,493.54
5L TCC PAC 9330 07-98 $4,973.04
oX__|TCcC PAC 9390 07-98 REST TO VICTIM FEE $12,907.74
5L TCC PAC 9990 07-98 $84,774.56
5L TCC PAC 9290 07-98 $75.00
CPARTMENT: CENTRAL COLLECTIONS AUDITOR/CONTROLLER-RECORDER:
‘epared By \F.@z» m>_rr>mOmmuz . Phone No. 387-5884 Reviewed By Date ! /
pproved By Date & / \ / & m Date EZnlered / !

Patricia Cole, Accounting Manager




Superior Court of California

County of San BWernarding

EXECUTIVE OFFICE
172 West Third Street - 2 Floor
San Bernardino, CA 92415-0302

TRESSA S, KENTNER PHONE (909)387-6500
COURT EXECUTIVE OFFICER - Fax (909)387-6650
April 7, 2003

Mr. Jerry McClain

Chief, Special Audits Bureau
State Controller's Office
Division of Audits

Post Office Box 942850
Sacramento, CA 94250-5874

Dear Mr. McClain:

Re: State Controller's Office audit of court revenues remitted to the State of California by San
Bernardino County.

The Superior Court, San Bernardino County, has reviewed the State Controller's Office draft
report covering revenues for the period of July 1, 1996 through June 30, 2001. With respect to
those audit findings, we offer the following commentary:

Finding 1 — The Superior Court of California and the County of San Bernardino are separate
entities. Since the County prepares the remittances to the State, they will respond to this finding.

Finding 2 - The Superior Court of California and the County of San Bernardino are separate
entities. Since the County calculates and prepares the remittances to the State, they will
respond to this finding.

Finding 3 — The Superior Court of California and the County of San Bernardino are separate
entities. Since the Central Collections Department is part of the County, the County will respond
to this finding.

Finding 4 - The Superior Court of California and the County of San Bernardino are separate
entities. Since the Central Collections Department is part of the County, the County will respond
to this finding.

Finding 5 - The Superior Court of California and the County of San Bernardino are separate
entities. Since the Central Collections Department is part of the County, the County will respond
to this finding.

Finding 6 — The Court concurs with the auditor's calculations; and procedures have been
implemented to correct any distribution errors on a monthly basis, effective January 2000.



Finding 7 — The Court is currently working through its software subcontractor to ensure the $2 is
correctly distributed to the EMS account when payments are received for all traffic school
violations. In the interim, we will manually adjust the distribution using the formula developed by
the State auditor.

Finding 8 — This finding was corrected on May 8, 2002, during the performance of the State
audit. The amount of $109,339 was therefore included with the fiscal year 2001-02 remittances
to the State.

Finding 8 — The reporting problem was corrected on May 1, 2002 SO that all future reports will
reflect the amounts collected for small claims filing fees in the State's small claims filing fee
account. :

Should you desire any additional information, please do not hesitate contacting me.

Yours truly,

inomas C. Monan, CFA
Accounting Manager
Superior Court of California
County of San Bernardino

Cc: Tressa S. Kentner, Court Executive Ofﬂcer .
Yvonne T. Pritchard, Deputy Court Executive Officer



State Controller’s Office
Division of Audits
Post Office Box 942850
Sacramento, California 94250-5874

http://www.sco.ca.gov
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